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FOREWORD 


a 


In compiling the index to THE TRArric BULLETIN to cover the issues from January 1 to June 30, 1909, the 
me general plan upon which the cross-reference subject index of last year was constructed has been observed. No 
ssential feature of the previous number has been dropped from the present issue, while several changes that it is 
ped will improve the value of the work to the busy reader have been incorporated in this number. 

» Particular attention is directed to the heading of “Decisions.” The aim here has been to give, as briefly as pos- 
ble, without the sacrifice of any controlling feature, not only the findings of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
teach case, but the points put in issue by the complainants, as well as such other matter as was thought neces- 
ary to make an intelligent understanding of the points raised possible without previous reference to the case 
elf. The purpose of this is twofold: First, it enables the reader, coming across a subject indexed under some 
er heading in this work, but which is germane to and was decided in the case in question, to refer back to this 
irticular case under the heading of “Decisions” and obtain the gist of the entire case, thus illuminating the cross- 
ference and enhancing its value; second, this fuller treatment of the case history under the aforesaid heading 
i, it is believed, make certain to the reader whether the case under examination really covers the points he is 
rested in, enabling him to refer to the full report of such cases in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN ‘without wasting 
§ time looking up a decision, that, were only the holding given, might prove to be one that did not have any bearing 
his subject. 
» An endeavor has been made in the present issue to make the case citations as complete as possible. In’ every 
ance, where reference is made to a decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission, not only the page on 
ich it appears in THE TRaFFIC BULLETIN is shown, but the Interstate Commerce Commission case number and 

} page in the Interstate Commerce Commission Reports in which it is printed also appear. Likewise, in decisions 
ithe various courts, reference is made, wherever possible, to the case by title and the court in which decision was 

fered is given. 
| The iacnetiaticns used have been few and require little explanation. “I. C. C. Rep.” will readily be ‘under- 

i as meaning Interstate Commerce Commission Reports; “(Conf. Rul.)” as Conference Rulings of the Interstate 

Mmerce Commission; the various abbreviations for the names of the different railroads are already familiar to 


iscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN, while “C C” and “C C A” will immediately be recognized as standing for 
ited States Circuit and Circuit Court of Appeals, respectivély. 


requires. In the Matter of When] ALABAMA 
Does a Cause of Action, etc, 15 I Liquors: City court: at Montgomery 
C C Rep, 201; Feb. 13, p 190. holds anti-shipping law. directed 
against the transportation of liquors 
AGENT 


;CCIDENTS 

For summaries of Interstate Commerce 
Commission accident bulletins see 
“Interstate Commerce Commission. 


CRUAL OF A CAUSE 
laims Already Accrued Cannot Be 
‘Invalidated: A tariff provided for 
absorption of certain switching 
charges, provided that expense bills 
»therefor were presented not more 
-than six months after their date. 
Within that time certain bills were 
presented, but carrier refused to 
‘make payment on ground that dur- 
ing interval absorption. rule had 
been canceled. Held, That subse- 
quent cancelation could not invali- 
date claim already accrued (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 343 
When It Accrues Under Act to Reg- 
ulate Commerce: In complaints for 
mecovery of damages caused by un- 
Teasonable or unduly discriminatory 
Tates, the cause of action accrues 
fwhen the payment is made; in any 
Mther complaints for recovery of 
Mamages for alleged violations of 
the Act to Regulate Commerce, 
0 which this Commission has 
Jurisdiction, the cause of action ac- 
rues when the carrier does the un- 
awful act or fails to do what the law 


Relief of Does Not Relieve Carrier: 
Upon request of a carrier to relieve 
its agent of an uncollected under- 
charge: Held, That the collection of 
the amount from the agent would in 
no way relieve the carrier of its re- 
sponsibility for failing to collect the 
oe rate (Conf Rul); May 29, 
p - 


AGENTS OF EXPRESS COMPANIES 


See “Express Companies, Officers and 
Agents of.” 


AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS 


Minneapolis, Minn., to New York, N. Y: 
(when for export): Held, That rate 
should not exceed 37% cents. Min- 
neapolis Threshing Machine Co vs 
C, St P, M & O et al (1214), 16 IC C 
Rep, 193; May 22, p 721. 


AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY 


Bancroft, Tex., to Crowley, La.: Held, 
That rate should not exceed 35 cents. 
Advance Thresher Co vs Orange & 
N W et al (1576), 15 I C C Rep, 599; 
April 17, p 534. 


Rate Litigation: 


ALLEN, W. F., 


into prohibition territory unconstitu- 
tional because of technicality. ‘Cap- 
— Brewing Co vs L & N; Feb, 6, p 


United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals, fifth judicial’ .cir- 
cuit, dissolves injunction issued * by 
Judge Jones against the state rail- 
road commission to restrain it from 
enforcing the 2%4-cent passenger fare 
and lower freight rates provisions of 
the laws passed by the legislature in 
1907; case remanded to lower. court. 
(April 10, p 497.) United States Su- 
preme Court declines to grant ‘peti- 
tion writs of certiorari for review of 
— of Court of Appeals; May 22. 
Pp : 


Secretary, American 


Railway Assn. 


Utterances: Addresses Graduate School 


of Business Administration of Har- 


vard University on “Railway erat- 
ing Association;” April ‘10, p 510. 


ALLOWANCES 
Cartage on Sugar: 


Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western gives notice that 




















2 Allowances 


it will discontinue cartage allowances 
on sugar at New York, N. Y., and 

- adopt as net rates to western trunk 
line termini and beyond its present 
gross rates less the cartage allow- 
ance; April 24, p 592. 

Grain Doors: Carriers may, under 
proper : tariff provisions, pay ship- 
pers for grain doors furnished by 
such cshippers actual cost of doors, 
with stated maximum allowance per 
door and per car; such allowances 
must be reasonable and where car- 
rier pays on basis of actual cost 








































































shipper should furnish certified 
statement, verified by carrier’s 
agent, as to doors furnished and 


ears for which they were furnished 
(Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 159. 


AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION 
Interstate Commerce Commission: Mo- 
tion for subpcena duces tecum in Am 
Bankers’ vs Am Express Co 

et al (1128) denied; Jan. 16, p 50. 


AMERICAN EXPRESS COMPANY 
Interstate Commerce Commission: Mo- 
tion to dismiss case No. 1128, Am 
Bankers’ Assn vs Am Express et al, 
denied; Jan. 16, p 50. 


AMERICAN RAILWAY ASSOCIATION 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 37—A, 158 
roads reporting, shows 222,077 sur- 
plus cars on Dec. 12, 1908; same 
roads reported a shortage of 1,019 
cars; Jan. 2, p 16. 

Car efficiency Bulletin No. 39, 156 
roads reporting, shows 333,019 surplus 
cars on Jan. 6; same roads report 
shortage of 506 cars; Jan. 16, p 72. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 39—A, 162 
-Troads reporting, shows 311,664 surplus 
cars on Jan. 20; same roads report a 
shortage of 358 cars; Jan. 30, p 152. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin, No. 41, 165 
roads reporting, shows 301,571 sur- 
plus cars on Feb. 3; same roads re- 
gore shortage of 288 cars; Feb. 13, p 


216. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 41—A, 159 
roads reporting, shows 301,441 surplus 
cars on Feb. 17; same roads report 
shortage of 470 cars; Feb. 27, p 312. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 43, 158 
roads reporting, shows 299,925 surplus 
cars on March 3; same roads report 

e shortage of 685 cars; March 13, p 392. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 43—A, 161 
roads reporting, shows 291,418 surplus 
cars on March 17; same roads report 
shortage of 550 cars; March 27, p 468. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 43—B, 158 
roads reporting, shows 296,600 surplus 
cars on March 31; same roads report 
shortage of 399 cars; April 10, p 516. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 45, 163 
roads reporting, shows 296,663 surplus 
cars on April 14; same roads report 
shortage of 343 cars; April 24, p 596. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 45—A, 161 
roads reporting, shows 282,328 surplus 
cars on April 28; same roads report 
shortage of 497 cars; May 8, p 656. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 47, 158 
reporting, shows 284,479 surplus 
cars on May 12; same roads report 
shortage of 187 cars; May 22, p 752. 
Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 47—A, 158 
roads reporting, shows 273,890 surplus 
cars on May 26; same roads report 
shortage of 1,240 cars; June 5, p 804. 
Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 49, 161 
roads reporting, shows 277,599 surplus 
cars on June 6; same roads report 
shortage of 285 cars; June 19, p 851. 


ANTHRACITE COAL 
See “Coal.” 


APPLES 

See also “Fruits and Vegetables.”’ 

Ozark Fruit Belt, Rates from: Held, 
That defendants’ rates from Ozark 
region in Arkansas and Missouri to 
St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo., and 
to points in Tennessee, South .Caro- 
lina. Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi and Louisiana are not unrea- 
sonable. Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn 
vs St L & S F et al (1510), 16 ICC 
Rep, 134; May 8, p 637. 

Ozark Fruit Belt to Oklahoma Points: 
Held, That rates from Missouri and 
Arkansas into Oklahoma should not 
exceed the following: Distances in 
excess of 220 but under 320 miles, 
40 cents; 320 miles and over, 45 cents; 
distances under 220 miles to be ad- 
justed accordingly—rates to graduate 
to 40-cent scale at 220 miles—but ad- 


























ARKANSAS 
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justment left to carriers. Ozark Fruit 
Growers’ Assn vs St L & S F et al 
(1510, 16 I C C Rep, 134; May 8, p 637 

Ozark Fruit Belt to Texas Points: Held, 
That rates from Missouri producing 
points to Texas common points should 
not exceed 55 cents; from Arkansas 
points to same destinations, 45 cents. 
Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn vs St L 
& S F et al (1510), 16 I C C Rep, 
134; p 637. 

Minimum Weight: Carload minimum 
of 24,000 pounds from Ozark fruit belt 
to Mississippi Valley, Southeastern 
Carolina and southeastern points; 
Held, Not unreasonable. Ozark Fruit 
Growers’ Assn vs St L & S F et al 
(1510), 16 I C C Rep, 134; May 8, p 
637. 


Appropriation: Legislature appropriates 
$50,000 to enable state railroad com- 
mission to defend injunction suits 
pending against it; Feb. 6, p 176. 

Donaghey, George W.; Recommenda- 
tions to the Legislature: Recom- 
mends that $40,000 be appropriated 
to enable the.state railroad commis- 
sion to fight injunction suits pending 
against it; that data concerning the 
cost of operation and the physical 
valuation of railroad properties in 
Arkansas, together with data on the 
purely intrastate traffic, be obtained; 
Jan, 23, p 101. 

Legislation: Representatives Miller 
and Little introduce bill empowering 
state railroad commission to formu- 
late all rules and regulations govern- 
ing requisitioning and furnishing of 
cars to shippers, demurrage rules, 
ear interchange regulations, minimum 
speed for freight trains; penalties for 
violation of act, etc.; March 20, p 438. 


Maintenance and Operation: State sen- 
ate passes bill introduced by Senator 
Henderson giving state railroad com- 
mission jurisdiction over track condi- 
tions, right to prescribe speed limits 
over defective trackage, order repairs, 
etc.; April 24, p 598. 

Rate Litigation: Judge Trieber, United 
States Dsitrict Court, declines to dis- 
solve interlocutory decree of Judge 
Vandevanter against state commis- 
sion, but asks carrier to submit state- 
ment of earnings under rates in- 
augurated since enjoinin of com- 
mission, and railroad board to prepare 
a schedule showing rates about one- 
third higher than those enjoined; 
third higher than those enjoined 
March 13, p 391). Judge Trieber or- 
ders carriers to adopt freight rates 
on intrastate traffic one-third higher 
than those of state railroad commis- 
sion enjoined by Judge Vandevanter 
(April 24, p 595). Appoints P. C. 
Dooley, master in chancery, to hear 
evidence in passenger fare suits 
against Cotton Belt Route and St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern; 
June 26, p 877 


ATTORNEY’S FEES 
See “Court Costs.” 


AUTOMOBILES 

Beatrice, Neb., to Kenosha, Wis.: Held 
That defendant’ first-class rate ot 
92 cents on uncrated automobiles, 
subject to their tariff provisions, viz., 
automobiles, not boxed or crated, 
double , first class at actual weight, 
subject to minimum of 5,000 pounds 
each at first class, is not unreason- 
able. Whitcomb vs C & N W et al 
(1538), 15 I C C Rep, 27; Jan. 16, p 64. 


Classification: Held, That classification 
of new and old automobiles in same 
elass is not, under circumstances, 
unjust, as no definite line can be 
drawn between old and new machines 
of different value. Whitcomb vs C 
& N W et al (1538), 15 I C C Rep., 27; 
Jan. 16 p 64. 


BACK HAUL 
Grain: Celina, Tex., is 28 miles south 
of Sherman, the junction of the 
Frisco and the Cotton Belt. In order 
to get benefit of through milling-in- 
transit rate applicable via Sherman 
an extra haul of 56 miles is neces- 
sary. Held, That defendant’s charge 
for this service, viz., 2 cents, is not 
unreasonable and that they cannot be 


charges. 


BAGS, Burlap 


required to perform same free of 
Celina Mill & Elevator Co 


Beer 


vs St LS W et al (1057), 1 Ice 
Rep., 138; Jan. 30, p 127. 

Milling-in-Transit: If the nf&lling-in- 
transit rates over a through route 
are made available to one milling 
point not on such through route, by 
giving it a back haul or out-of-line 
service at reasonable rates, no reason 
is perceived why same opportunity 
should not be accorded to another 
milling point, even though more dis- 
tant from such through route, at 
rates that are relatively’ reasonable. 
Celina Mill & Elevator Co vs St LS 
W et al (1057), 15 I C C Rep., 138; 
Jan, 30, p 127. 


- 


Y., to Central Freight 
Association: Held, That rates are not 
unreasonable. Kent Co et al vs N 
YC&H Ret al (1547), 15 IC C Rep, 
439; March 13, p 382. 


New York, N. 


BAGS, Burlap and Gunny 


Indianapolis, Ind., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and East St. Louis, Ill.: Held, That 
rate should not exceed by more than 
2% cents rate from Chicago, IIl., to 
same destinations. Indpls Frt Bureau 
vs CCC & St L et al (1041), 1I5IC 
C Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 


BAGS, Paper 


Spokane, Wash.: .Held, That rates on 
paper bags, plain or printed, should 
not exceed the following: From St. 
Paul, Minn., $1; from Chicago, IIL, 
$1.17; same carload minimum as ap- 
plies from said points of origin to 
Seattle, Wash. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 
376; March 6, p 317. 


BAINRIDGE, Ga. 


Rate Adjustment: All rates from _ St. 
Louis, Mo., to Bainbridge and Eu- 
faula, Ga., were assailed as unjustly 
discriminatory against Bainbridge. 
Held, That circumstances and condi- 
tions surrounding traffic at two des- 
tinations are materially different. 
Bainbridge Board of Trade vs L H 
& St L et al (1477), 15 I C C Rep, 
586; April 10, p 493. 


OA (Md.) CHAMBER OF COM- 


MERC 
See under ‘“‘Elevation.”’ 


BANANAS 


New Orleans, La., and Mobile, Ala., to 
Iowa Points: Held, That present 
rates. viz., Burlington, 52. cents; Ce- 
dar Rapids and Ottumwa, 60 cents, 
Davenport, 56 cents; Des Moines, 64 
cents; Fort Dodge, 66 cents, and Wa- 
terloo, 62 cents, are not unreasonable. 
Lagomarcino-Grupe Co et al vs Ill 
Cent et al (1766), 16 I C C Rep., 151; 
May 15, p 674. 

New Orleans, La., to El Paso, Tex.: 
Held, That rate of 82 cents is not un- 
reasonable. Payne vs M, La & Tex 
et al (1589), and four other cases; 15 
IC C Rep, 185; Feb. 13, p 199. 


BARLOW, H. C. 

Appointment: Is made traffic manager 
of the Chicago Association of Com- 
merce and his former office of-execu- 
tive director abolished; Jan. 23, p 96. 


BASKETS, Grape , 
Traverse City, Mich., to Montrose, Ia.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 19 
Wells-Higman Co vs Grand 


ts. 
R & 146 I C C Rep, 


R & I et al (1960), 
339; June 12, p 813. 


BEECHER LAKE, Wis. 
Pembine Rates Applicable: Held, That 
rate on Jath from Beecher Lake t0 
Chicago, Ill., via defendant's line 
should not exceed rate on same com- 
modity from Pembine, Wis., to Chi- 
cago. Neufeld vs C, M & St P (2152), 

16 IC C Rep, 26; April 24, p 576. 
















BEDS, Iron ; 
Indianapolis, Ind., to St. Louis, Mo. 
and East St. Louis, Ill.: Held, Th@ 


rate should not exceed by more tha 
4 cents rate from Chicago, IIl., (4 
same destinations. Indpls Frt Bu 
reau vs CC C & St L et al (1041) 
15 1C C Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 


EER 
4 Crosse, Wis., to Glencoe, Minn. 
Held, That rate should not excel 
rate from La Crosse to Granite Fal 
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Beer 


Minn. Heileman Brewing Co vs C 
M & St P (2329), 16 I C C Rep, 396; 
June 26, p 869. 


Milwaukee, Wis., to Roswell, N. M.: 


Held, That rate of 72 cents should not 
be further reduced. Pilant vs A T 
& S F et al (1626), 15 I C C Rep, 
178; Feb. 13, p 196. 


BEES, in Hives 
Caretakers of: 


Carrier may lawfully 
provide for free transportation of 
caretakers of bees in hives (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 


BELT LINES 
See ‘Carriers, 


Common—Safety Ap- 
pliance Act.”’ 


BELTING, Cotton or Rubber 


Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 
should not exceed the following: 
From St. Paul, Minn., $1.20; from 


Chicago, Ill., $1.40; carload minimum 
,2ame as from same points of origin 
to Seattle, Wash. City of Spokane 





FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





BOYS, Wm. H., Chairman, Illinois Rail- 


road and Warehouse Commission: 


Resignation from commission is re- 


ported; May 15, p 684. 


BRAN 
See also “Grain and Grain Products.”’ 


Salina, Kan., to Wister, Okla.: 
That rate should not exceed 24% 
cents. Lee-Warren Milling Co vs 
C RI & P et al (1947), 16 I CC 
Rep, 422; June 26, p 875. 


Held, 


BRANCH LINES 
Earnings: 


Branch lines built prin- 
cipally to serve as feeders for main 
line and to enable carrier to obtain 
shorter lines for its interstate traf- 
fic are not entitled to as great a 
compensation on their investment 


from intrastate traffic as ordinary 
roads built for accommodation of 
both jinter- and _ intrastate traffic. 


In Re Arkansas Rates (C C, e. d. 
Ark.); June 2, 19, p 849. 


et al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I C C| BRICK 


Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


BICYCLES 
Spokane, 


t Wash.: Held, That rates 
on bicycles, boxed or crated, should 
not exceed the following: From St. 
Paul, Minn., $2.50; from Chicago, IIL, 
$2.92; carload minimum same as from 
same points of origin to Seattle, 
Wash. City of Spokane et al vs Nor 
Pac et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376; 
March 6, p 317. 


BILL OF LADING 
See “Uniform Bill of Lading.” 


BITUMINOUS COAL 
See ‘‘Coal.”’ 


BLOCK SIGNALS 
Interstate Commerce Commission: Is- 


sues report for year i908; net in- 
crease for year in miles operated 
under block system given as 870; 
manual block mileage decreases 517.6 
miles and automatic increases 1,387.6 
miles; financial depression assigned 
een for small increase; May 15, 
P 950. 


BOILERS ° 
Kalamazoo, Mich., via Chicago, Ill., to 


Wisconsin Points: Held, That joint 
through rates on boilers, L C L, from 
Kalamazoo, Mich.. via Chicago to 
New Glarus, South Wayne, Monti- 
cello and Monroe, Wis., should not 
exceed sums of local rates, respect- 
ively, between said points based om 
Chicago. Lindsay Bros vs Mich Cent 
— (1663), 15 I C C Rep, 40; Jan.' 30, 
Pp wis 


‘Kalamazoo, Mich., via Chicago, Ill., to 


Woodford and Argyle, Wis.: Held. 
That rate on L C L shipments should 
not exceed 52 cents. Lindsay Bros 
vs Grand R & I et al (1667), 15 IC 
C Rep, 182; Feb. 13, p 205. 


2 


BOOKS, Blank 


See “Stationery.”’ 


BOOKS, N. O. S. 


Spokane, 


Wash.: Held, That rates 
should not exceed the following: 
From St, Paul, Minn., $1.40; from 


Chicago, Ill, $1.68; carload minimum 
same as from same points of origin to 
Seattle, Wash. City of Spokane et 
al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I CC 
Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


BOOTS AND SHOES, Rubber 


Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 
should not exceed the following: 
From St. Paul, Minn., $1.75; from 


Chicago, IIl., $2.04; carload minimum 
Same as applies from said points of 
origin to Seattle, Wash. City of 
Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 
15 IC C Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


BOSTON, Mass. 


Differentials: Boston ang other New 
England cities oppose abolition of 
differentials on westbound traffic. See 
under ‘‘Rates—Differentials.” 

Express: American and National Ex- 
press Companies end long controversy 
with Boston shippers over local ex- 
press rates by reducing minimum 
charge on packages of ten pounds and 
under to 20 cents; Jan. 9, p 26. 


Joliet, Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis.: 


Appointment: 


Held, 
That rate on fire brick should not 
exceed 4 cents. Am Refractories’ Co 
vs Elgin, J & E et al (2065), 15 ICC 
Rep, 480; March 13, p 381. 


Omaha and Florence, Neb., Between: 


Held, That rate should not exceed 
1 ¢ent; minimum charge, $5 per car. 
Katz et al vs C St P M & O (Neb 
R R Com); June 12, p 828. 


BRIEFS 
Amended Rule 14 of 


the Rules of 
Commission amends reg- 
governing printing, filing 
(Conf Rul); 


Practice: 
ulations 
and service of briefs 
March 6, p 344. 


BROWN, W. C., President of New York 


Central & Hudson River. 

Elected as -successor to 
W.H. Newman by directorate of New 
York Central & Hudson River, Jan. 
6, 1909; born. Maquoketa, Ia.; wood- 
corder for C M & St P Ry, 1869; 
night operator, train dispatcher’s of- 
fice, 1872; goes to Illinois Central as 
train despatcher; goes to Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific; then Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy; train dispatch- 
er, trainmaster, assistant and. super- 
intendent of lines in Iowa, general 
manager of Hannibal & St Louis, 
general manager Burlington lines in 
Missouri, general manager of Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy system; 
goes to Lake Shore & Michigan 
Southern as general manager; made 
vice-president of New York Central 
& Hudson River, in charge of main- 
tenance and operation,~ then senior 
vice-president; Jan. 9, p*27. 

Utterances: Sees bright outlook in 
traffic; June 5, p 803. 


BUCKWHEAT 


See also “Grain and Grain Products.”’ 

Cattaraugus, N. Y., to Janesville, Wis.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
20 cents. Blodgett Milling Company 
vs CM & St P et al (2041), 16 IC C 
Rep, 384; June 26, p 872. 


BULLION SWEEPINGS - 


See ‘‘Jewelers’ Sweepings.’’ 


BUNCHING CARS IN TRANSIT 


Demurrage Should Be Waived: Upon 
informal complaint that cars were 
delayed in transit and delivered by 
carrier in such number as to exceed 


shipper’s facilities for unloading 
within free time: Held, That tariff 
provision ought to be made for 


waiver of demurrage when cars, by 
fault of carrier, are bunched in ex- 
cess of shipper’s or consignee’s abil- 
ity to handle them within free time. 
In absence of such provision, Com- 
mission can determine reasonable- 
ness of practice only upon formal 
er (Conf Rul);, March 6, p 


CABBAGE 


See also “Fruits and Vegetables.” 

Weignts: Tariffs may provide estimated 
weights for standard sized crates, 
but where size of crates vary carrier 
may assess-on actual weight basis. 
Davies vs Ill Cent (2571), 146 IC Cc 
Rep, 376; June 26, p 859. 


Legislation: 


Brick: 


Brick: 


Cars, Box, Empty: 


‘Cars, Fitting Coal: 


Canadian Decisions 3 


CALIFORNIA 
Demurrage: 


Governor Gillett signs re- 
ciprocal bill to go into effect June 
19; statute in full; May 22, p 745. 

Webb bill introduced in 
both houses; bill gives state commis- 
sion power of initiative in rate mat- 
ters, authority to fix rates; physica! 
valuation of railroad property and 
determination of reasonableness of all 
existing rates prescribed; rebating 
and extortion made punishable by 
fine; free transportation clause mod- 
eled after national act; Jan. 16, p 68. 


See “Transcontinental Rates.’’ 


CANADA 
Explosives: 


Canadian railway officials, 
at suggestion of Railway Commission. 
hold meeting to discuss ways of 
checking accidents incident to trans- 
portation of explosives; decide to rec- 
ommend adoption of the American 
Railway Association rules; Feb, 6, p 
173. 


CANADIAN BOARD DECISIONS 
Blankets: 


Application for carload rat- 
ing on blankets from points in east- 
ern Canada to Winnipeg, Man., de- 
nied. Winnipeg Jobbers’ & Shippers 
Assn vs Can Pac et al (Order No. 
6815); May 8, p 653. 


Brandon, Man.: Complaint alleging dis- 


crimination against Brandon in favor 

of Winnipeg dismissed. Hanbury 

Mfg Co vs Can Nor (Order No. 6185); 

Feb. 27, p 306. y 

Application for restoration of 

joint rate on brick, except enameled 

and glazed, C L, from Casselman, 

Ont., to Montreal, P. Q., of 4% cents, 

rate of 5 cents having been estab- 

lished subsequent to filing of com- 
plaint, refused. Hyde & Webster vs 

G T et al (Order No. (6096), Feb. 27, 
305. 

y Application for reparation on 

shipments of enameled brick to Ot- 

tawa from Toronto, Ont., dismissed. 

Don Valley Brick Works vs G T 

(Order No. 6912); May 29, p 783. 

Complainant at- 

tacked rates on new box cars from 

Hervey Junction, P. Q., to Latuque, 

P. Q., and asked for joint through 

rates via defendants’ lines. Held, 

That minimum charge on through 

shipment of new empty cars over two 

or more roads should not exceed $5 
per car; that defendants file joint 
tariff on cars; that Canadian Classifi- 
eation minimum charge on new empty 
ears be lowered. MacDonnell & 

O’Brien vs Can Nor Que and Quebec 

& Lake St J (Order No. 6299); March 

27, p 462. 

Held, That where 
shippers are required to furnish doors 
to enable cars to be used for coal 
traffic an allowance of $1 for lower 
and 50 cents for upper car door should 
be made. Denman vs Can Pac et al 
(Order No. 6701); May 8, p 653. 

Cars, Fitting Live Stock: Held, That 
shipper be allowed $1.25 when obliged 
to furnish lumber for temporary doors 
for box cars when said cars are to 
be used in transportation of live 
stock; allowance to be made on each 
ear for which lumber is furnished. 


Live Stock Commissioner of Edmon-, 


ton vs Can Pac et al 
6763); May 8, p 652. 

Car Service: Complaint alleging. fail- 
ure to furnish cars for prompt and 
efficient movement from Swan River, 
‘Man., dismissed, cause of the com- 
plaint having been removed. Swan 
River Board of Trade vs Can Nor Ry 
(Order No. 6182) Feb 27, p 306. 

Causes Already Covered: Complaint 
dismissed because questions raised by 
complainant were already pending 
before the board in other cases. 
United Farmers of Alberta vs Vari- 
ous Carriers (Order No. 6420); March 
27, p 463. 

Classification, Supplement Tv. Order 
entered authorizing Canadian Freight 
Assn to change effective date ef 
Sup. 4 to Canadian Classification 13 
to Jan. 1. 1909 (Order No. 5767: 
amending Order No. 5669): Jan. 2, 


(Order No. 


p 6. 

Classification, Changes In: Commis- 
sioners prescribe requirements of board 
in connection with proposed additions 
to and changes in Canadian Classi- 
fication of freight (Order No. 6080); 
Feb. 18, p 214. 
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Classification: 


Coal: 


Coal, 


Competition: 





Canadian Decisions 


Board of Railway Com- 
missioners accepts, with certain 
amendments, supplements to Cana- 
dian Classification No. 14 (Order No. 
7023); June 26, p 880. 


Coal, Taber, Alta., to Dalmeny, Sask.: 


Heid, That same rate apply as from 
Taber to Rosthern, Sask. Bashford 
- vs Can Nor (Order No. 6319); March 
27, p 462. 

Rates on coal, C L, from Sus- 
pension Bridge, Black Rock and Buf- 
falo, N. Y., to Lindsay, Ont., fixed at 
$1.15 per net ton. McLennan & Co 
vs G T Ry (Order No. 6168); Feb. 
27, p 305. 

Overcharge: Refund of over- 
charge of 20 cents per ton on carload 
of coal from Huntingdon, P. Q.. to 
Ottawa, Ont., ordered. Baile vs G T 
(Order No. 6387); April 10, p 509. 

) Order entered authoriz- 
ing Vancouver, Victoria & Eastern 
Railway & Navigation Company to 
meet water competition of carriers 
not subject to Railway Act by the 
issuance of tariffs, effective as soon 
as issued, which need be filed only 





with the Board (Order No. 5774); 
Jan. 2, p 6. 
See also ‘‘Rates, Competitive.”’ 
Corn: Complaint alleging excessive 


rates from Buxton to Toronto, Ont., 
dismissed. Stark Bros Co, Ltd, vs 
Cent Ont (Order No. 7083); June 19, 
p 849. 

Damage Release Form: . Complaint was 
made against alleged demand of de- 
fendant that shippers: sign release 
from damages form for freight 
shipped to regular flag. stations. 
Board of Commissioners prescribes 
form to be used by all carriers. Win- 
nipeg Board of Trade vs Can Pac 
(Order No. 6242); March 27, p 462. 

Demurrage, Average: Petition asking 
for establishment of average demurr- 
age system dismissed. Wallaceburg 


Sugar Co, Ltd, vs G T et al. (Order 
No 6264); March 27, p 461. 
Distance Tables: Commission issues 


Order No. 5954, directing all railroads 
subject to its jurisdiction to file dis- 
tance tariffs showing distances to not 
exceeding two decimal points between 
various stations on their lines; Jan. 
23, p 92. 

Edmonton, Alta.: Upon complaint 
against rate of $10 per car charged 
in addition to rate to Strathcona, 
Alta., on lumber shipments from Brit- 
ish Columbia mills to Edmonton, 
Alta.: Held, That defendants publish 
joint tariff of class and commodity 
rates in classes 6 to 10, inclusive, 
between Edmonton and all points on 
Canadian Pacific. except Strathcona, 
via Strathcona Junction, on basis of 
1 cent above rates of Canadian Pa- 
. cific to and from Strathcona; ana 
that in division of rates Canadian 
Northern be allowed proportional rate 
of $10 per car, regardless of weight, 
between Strathcona Junction and all 
sidings in Edmonton, excepting Grif- 
fin Packing House (to or from which 
said line is to be allowed $12 per car- 
load, regardless of weight); Provided, 
That in no case shall proportion al- 
lowed Canadian Northern exceed joint 
rates on local traffic between Strath- 
cona and Edmonton. Fullerton Lum- 
ber & Shingle Co vs Can Pac et al 
(Order No. 6835); May 8, p 654. 


Fencing, Wire: Application to substi- 
tute class for commodity rates on 
wire fencing and netting, C L, from 
Hamilton, Windsor and Walkerville, 
Ont., to points east of Toronto, Ont., 
subject to existing commodity rates 
to Montreal, P. Q., and Ottawa, Ont.., 
as maxima granted, except that rates 
to points east of Toronto be scaled 
as follows: 


From 
Windsorand From 
Walker- Ham- 
ville ilton. 


To G. T. R— Cts. per 100 Lbs. 


Scarboro Junction to 

PERNIIID 0:4: ths 0.9. 5. ents eek 19 10 
East of Whitby to Port 

OE <a neuh citi 6:4 drecane 60208 19 12 
East of Port Hope to 

EHOHOCVINS . cay wiasess cs 20 14. 
East of Belleville to 

SNE cisco KgikGinin 20 16 
East of Kingston to 

ROOTS. 25 < cna a sath <3 21 17 
East of Cornwall _ to 

Montreal, Valleyfield 

and Ottawa ...........22 18% 





Freight 


Fruits, Citrus: 


Grain: 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
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From 
Windsorand From 
Walker- Ham- 
ville ilton. 


To Cc. P. R— Cts. per 100 Lbs, 
Agincourt to Myrtle.....19 10 
East of Myrtle to Peter- 


MING = fa bick op atiotic thems 19 12 
East of Peterboro to 

BPARNOCS iis eg eee ee 20 14 
East of Ivanhoe to. 

Sharbot Lake ..... 20 16 


East of Sharbot Lake 
to Finch, Prescott and 
Brockville .........-...2l 17 

East of Finch to Mont- 
real and_ north of 

» Smiths Falls and 
Kemptville to Ottawa.22 18% 

Can Frt Assn et al (Order No. 6844); 

May 8, p 654. 

Forwarders: Complainant, a 

freight forwarder, alleged exaction of 

overcharge because local rate was 
charged from Fort William, Ont., to 

Winnipeg, Man., on shipment of liquor 

originating in England instead of pro 

rata proportion of lake and rail rates 
agreed upon between defendant and 
steamship companies. Complainant 
alleged that it was the duly appointed 
agent of Jacques & Co and was 

party along with respondents to a 

lake and rail through tariff from Lon- 

don, Eng. Held, That Jacques & Co 

did not confer a general agency upon 

complainant which would authorize 

it to issue through bills of lading; 
complaint dismissed. Downing’s 

American Despatch vs Can Pac (Or- 

der No. 7084); June 19, p 848. 

Held, That rates from 

California shipping points to Regina, 

Sask., via Kingsgate, B. C., or Emer- 

son, Man., should be on the basis of 

$1.60 on oranges in straight carloads 
or on mixed carloads of lemons and 
oranges from Los Angeles points and 
$1.45 on straight carloads of lemons. 

Stockton & Mallinson vs Can Pac 

(Order No. 6947); May 29, p 781. 

Held, That rates from Mont- 
real, P. Q., to Canadian Pacific sta- 
tions in New Brunswick on western 
grain for domestic use, arriving at 
Montreal by vessel, be made by 
adding 5 cents to “arbitrary” rates 
on western grain from Montreal to 
said New Brunswick points, charged 
by~ defendant on western grain ar- 
riving by vessel at its ports on Lake 
Huron; that. local rates from Mont- 
real to St. John, or West St. John, 
N. B., for furtherance by vessel to 
Bay of Fundy and other New Bruns- 
wick and Nova Scotia points should 
not be exceeded on western grain 
arriving at Montreal by vessel and 
shipped to the same _ destinations. 
Transportation Bureau of the Mont- 
real Board of Trade vs Can Pac 
(Order No. 6996); June 26, p 881. 

Grain: Complaint alleging that rate 
of 50 cents on grain and grain prod- 
ucts from Prince Albert, Sask., to 
points in British Columbia is unrea- 
sonable and asking for restoration 
of 45-cent rate formerly in effect, dis- 
missed. Board of Trade of Prince 
Albert vs Can Nor et al (Order No. 
6759); May 8, p 653. 

Grain, Bulkheading Rates: Application 
to have extra charges on bulkheaded 
grain. viz., 1 cent per hundred pounds 
and $3 per car at terminal, reduced, 
dismissed, Manitoba Grain Growers’ 
Association vs Can Pac et al (Order 
No. 6834); May 29, p 781. 


Grain, Joint Rates: Prior to transfer 
of the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake & Sask- 
atchewan Railroad and Steamship 
Co by Canadian Pacific to Canadian 
Northern, Canadian Pacific had in 
force certain commodity rates on 
grain and its products, C L, from 
points on the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake 
& Saskkatchewan to Pacific coast ter- 
minals and intermediate points in B. 
C., as shown in Canadian Pacific’s C 
R C No. W543, which rates were can- 
celed by Canadian Pacific Feb. 12, 
1908. Since that date combination of 
locals has been charged. Held, That 
Canadian Pacific and Canadian 
Northern file joint tariff covering 
movements as shown in C P W543. 
Board of Trade of Prince Albert vs 
Can Pac and Can Nor (Order No. 
5955); Jan, 23, p 9. 


Grajn, Rates on, From Kingston, Ont., 


to Points 


in Quebec and Maritime 
Provinces: 


Upon complaint’ that 


Grain, 


Grain Rates From Walkerville, 


present rates discriminated in favor 
of Georgian Bay and Lake Huron 
ports: Held, That rates on western 
grain arriving at Kingston by vessel 
and destined to points in Quebec and 
maritime provinces be made on basis 
of 7 cents from Kingston to Montreal] 
and that proportional rates beyond 
should not exceed proportional rates 
from Montreal to same points in Que- 
bec and maritime provinces in force 
concurrently on western grain trans- 
ferred at Lake Huron ports. Rich- 
ardson & Sons vs G T Ry et al 

(Order No. 6166); Feb. 27, p 304. 

Switching in Transit: Held, 

That charges for switching transit 

grain between St. Boniface transfer 

tracks to unloading tracks’ should 
not exceed $5 per car, regardless of 
weight, in each direction. Anchor 

Elevator & Warehousing Co et al vs 

Can Nor (Order No. 6859); May 22, 

Pp 747. 

Ont.: 
Held, That rates on grain, C L, should 
be as follows: To Elmstead, nt., 
3% cents; Belle River, 3% cents; St. 
Joachim, 4 cents; Haycroft and Til- 
bury, Ont., 4% cents; minimum 
weight 40,000, delivery to be on trans- 
fer siding of Pere Marquette & Grand 
Trunk at Walkerville; Canadian Pa- 
cific to absorb one-half switching: 
charge of Grand Trunk (see Order 
4988); Pere Marquette to bear its 
proportion of absorption upon basis 
of division of through rate with Ca- 
nagdian Pacific, consignee to bear re- 
maining one-half of switching charge. 
Walker & Sons, Ltd, vs G T et al 
(Order No. 5797); Jan. 30, p 31. 

Grain Doors, Payment For: Shippers 
in Manitoba, Saskatchewan and 
Alberta compelled to furnish grain 
doors allowed $1 for lower car door 
and 50 cents for upper car door; ad- 
justment upon this basis to be made 
by railroad agent at or nearest point 
of shipmert by (a) payment to ship- 
per of account out of ree funds 
in custody of agent or (b) de- 
duction of amount from freight 
charges to be paid by shipper. Grain 
Growers’ Grain Co vs C P et al 
(Order No. 6186); Feb. 27, p 304. 

Grand Valley Railway: Commission 
orders railroad to file tariff of tolls 
as provided in the Railway Act, with- 
in 15 days, and provides penalty of 
$100 per -day for wilful failure to 
comply with provisions of order. (Or- 
der No, 5282); Jan, 23, p 92. 

Gravel, Reparation On: Order entered 
authorizing Canadian Pacific to re- 
fund 2 cents per hundredweight on six- 
teen carloads of gravel shipped from 
Miletta Pit, near Magog, Que., to 
Montreal, Que., by C, E. Deakin (Or- 
der No. 5733); Jan. 5, p 6. 

Ice Shipment, Refung On: Denies ap- 
plication for an order authorizing re- 
fund of alleged overcharge on ship- 
ment of ice from Tweed, Ont., to 
Kingston, Ont. Ontario Powder Co, 
Ltd, vs Bay of Q Ry (Order No. 6077); 
Feb. 13, p 214. 

Interswitching: Held, That applicant 
company be granted leave to connect 
spur from main line in Hawkesbury, 
Ont., to Riordan’s Pulp Mill yards 
with track of Grand Trunk in such 
yards; charges and divisions pre- 
scribed. Can Nor Ont Ry vs Grand 
Trunk (Order No. 5692); Jan. 2, p 5. 

Interswitching, Division of Charges: 
Chief traffic officer of board of com- 
missioners explains rules in redivision 
of interswitching charges between 
eontracting carrier and consignee; 
Feb. 27, p 302. 

Interswitching Rate Order Not Retro- 
active: Complainant petitioned Com- 
missioners to make their order of July 
8, 1908 governing interswitching ar- 
rangements retroactive and apply on 
complainant’s shipments from Feb. 
1907. Dismissed. Laidlaw Lumber Co, 
Ltd, vs G T et al. (Order No. 6048); 
Feb. 13, p 211. 

Jurisdiction: Application respecting 
rates from Riviere du Loup, P. Q., 
to Bennington, Vt., dismissed for 
want of jurisdiction over Intercolo- 
nial railway. Crockett vs Intercolo- 


nial (Order No. 6955); May 29, p 783. - 


Lumber: Held, That rates on lumber 
and articles taking same rates from 
points on Vancouver, Victoria & East- 
ern Railway & Navigation Co, be- 
tween Vancouver and New West- 
minster, B. C., not inclusive, to Ca- 


Cc 





nadian 
peg, M 
be rou 
ern ar 
1 cent 
Canadi 
British 
Tradin, 
ster & 
Madda 
April 1 
Lumber: 
for all 
ears of 
ilton, 
GT (« 
Lumber 
. katche 
tion, < 
lumber 
(Order 
Partition 
nrembe 
of Alk 
have a 
to pro\ 
ears t 
make i 
(Order 
Pharmac 
cation 
Parke, 
dred p 
erville, 
nied (| 
Poles: | 
on te 
poles 1 
favor « 
That | 
poles 
not ex 
on Col 
should 
on a { 
on thi 
by con 
ject t 
poles © 
not be 
cess 0 
tenth 
apply 
United 
imum 
Rule | 
sixth 
Kenzi 
6702); 
Rates, | 
ing ur 
Smith 
to Ott 
media 
simila 
tions. 
Inters 
that | 
but tt 
than | 
tition 
to me 
Pac (( 
—See 
Rates, 
sough 
provid 
charg 
on ag 
1897, | 
ern ra 
pany, 
pany) 
the cc 
not m 
rate ¢ 
struct 
‘That 
inator 
and |] 
Applic 
Coal 
Feb. 1 
Reconsi 
That 
tion 
shouk 
& We 
No. 6! 
Settlers 
fund 
ment 
Jaw, 
6334.) 
Sidings, 
direct 
on 1 
points 
katch 
rates 
uct, « 


re- 
six- 
rom 
to 


Lumber: 


Lumber and Coal: 


Partitions, 


Pharmaceutical Goods Refused: 


Rates, Competitive: 


Rates, 
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nadian Pacific points west of Winni- 
peg, Man., except such points as may 
be routed directly by Great North- 
ern and its connections, shoulg be 
1 cent above rates maintained by 
Canadian Pacific from Vancouver. 
British Columbia Mills, Timber & 
Trading Co vs Vancouver, Westmin- 
ster & Yukon et al (Order No. 6613); 
Maddaugh vs same (Order No. 6612); 
April 10,-p 508. 


Application for reparation 
for alleged overcharge on seventeen 
cars of lumber from Wiarton to Ham- 
ilton, Ont., dismissed. Brennan v$s 
G T (Order No. 6939); May 29, p 783. 
Complaint of Sas- 
.katchewan Grain Growers’ Associae 
tion, alleging excessive charges on 
lumber and coal shipments, dismissed. 
(Order No. 6307); March 27, p 463. 

Movable: Application of 
nrembers of East Clover Bar Branch 
of Alberta Farmers’ Association to 
have order entered requiring carriers 
to provide movable partitions in their 
ears to enable individual farmers to 
make individual shipments, dismissed. 
(Order No. 6411); March 27, p 463. 

Appli- 
cation of Pere Marquette to refund 
Parke, Davis & Co 8 cents per hun- 
dred pounds on shipment from Walk- 
erville, Ont., to Montreal, P. Q., de- 
nied (Order No. 6073); Feb. 13, p 214. 


Poles: Complaint was made that rates 


on telegraph, telephone and trolley 
poles were unjustly discriminatory in 
favor of other lumber products. Held, 
That rates and minimum weight on 
poles loaded in single cars should 
not exceed rates and minimum weight 
on common lumber; except carriers 
should not be required to place poles 
on a parity with lumber when tariffs 
on that commodity are forced down 
by competition with carriers not sub- 
ject to Railway Act; that rates on 
poles too long for single cars should 
not be more than 20 per cent in ex- 
cess of single car rates or more than 
tenth class; that these conditions 
apply where possible on traffic to 
United States, in which case min- 
imum weights should be governed by 
Rule 7 of Official Classification and 


sixth class rates be the maxima. Mc-. 


Kenzie et al vs G T et al (Order No. 
6702); May 8, p 651. 

Complaint. alleg- 
ing unreasonable rate from Picton to 
Smith’s Falls as compared with rates 
to Ottawa, Smith’s Falls being inter- 
mediate, dismissed because of dis- 
similarity of conditions at destina: 
tions. Principle laid down by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
that carrier may meet competition, 
but that shipper cannot demand less 
than normal rates because of compe- 
tition which carrier may not choose 
to meet, upheld. Plain & Co vs Can 
Pac (Order No. 7086); June 19, p 848. 
—See also ‘‘Competition."’ 

Special, Denied: Complainant 
sought order requiring defendant to 
provide a tariff of special tolls to be 
charged complainant, basing claim 
on agreement entered into in July, 
1897, between British Columbia South- 
ern railway and Kootenay Coal Com- 
pany, Ltd (now the applicant com- 
pany).- This agreement provided that 
the coal company was to receive ‘rate 
not more than six-tenths of ordinary 
rate on commodities required in con- 
_Struction of permanent plant. Held, 
That such an agreement is discrim- 
inatory and is'‘in opposition to spirit 
and letter of present Railway Act. 
Application denied. Crow’s Nest Pass 
Coal Co vs Can Pac (Order No. 5687); 
Feb. 13, p 212. 


Reconsigning in Transit Charges: Held, 


That charges for changing destina- 
tion of shipment while in transit 
should not exceed $2 per car. Hyde 


Stone: 


Stop-Over Charges: 


Stop-Over Charges (Lumber): 


Stop- Off Charges (Grain): 





Unloading Time: 


Vegetables: 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


in favor of quarries farther north on 
Teulon branch of defendant’s line, 
dismissed. Williams Quarry Co vs 
a Pac (Order No. 7017); June 26, 
Pp ‘ 


Application for reparation on 
shipments of stone and grayel from 
Niagara Falls to Welland, Ont., dis- 
missed. Plymouth Cordage €o vs G 
T (Order No. 6908); May 29, p 783. 


Order’ entered 
authorizing refund of stop-over 
charge collected on shipment of 
shingles from Fort Kells, B. C., to 
Sarnia, Ont., no such charge having 
been authorized at time shipment 
moved. Long Lumber Co vs G T 
(Order No. 6970); June 26, p 882. 
Charge 
of 1 cent per hundred pounds imposed 
by Grand Trunk at Sarnia tunnel, 
Ontario, on forest products, C L, 
originating in British Columbia, des- 
tined to points in eastern Canada and 
consigned to Sarnia tunnel ‘‘For Or- 
ders,’’ disallowed and stop-over charge 
of 25 cents per car per day for first 
48 hours and car service toll thete- 
after substituted therefor. Fullerton 
Lumber Co vs G T Ry (Order No. 
6148); Feb. 27, p 304. 

Charge of 
1 cent per hundred pounds imposed 
by Canadian Pacific at Cartier, Ont., 
on western grain and grain products. 
C L, and by Grand Trunk at Sarnia 
tunnel on grain and grain products, 
C L. originating in western Canada, 
destined to eastern Canada and 
routed via Chicago, Chicago junc- 
tions or Milwaukee to Sarnia tunnel 
“For Orders,’’ disallowed, and stop- 
over charge of 25 cents per car per 
day for first 48 hours and car service 
toll thereafter, substituted therefor. 
Montreal Board of Trade vs G T et 
al (Order No. 6147); Feb. 27, p 302. 


Tan Bark: Held, That rates from 


Sprucedale, Ont., to Berlin and Lon- 
don, Ont., as compared with rates 
from Burk Falls and Sundridge, Ont.. 
are not discriminatory; complaint dis- 
missed. Malken & Sons vs G T Ry 
(Order No. 5845); Jan. 30, p 31. 


Through Routes; Rail and Water: Ap- 


plication of Algoma Central & Hud- 
son Bay Ry for order for through 
routes via Sarnia, Point Edward, 
Goderich, Kincardine ang Southamp- 
ton for traffic between Canadian 
points and easterly and _ southerly 
thereof, and Sault Ste. Marie, On- 
tario, Michipicoten and ports of call 
on Lake Huron and Georgian Bay by 
rail and by water and by rail-and- 
water lines of applicant and Grand 
Trunk and order fixing rates and 
divisions thereof between carriers, re- 
fused. Algoma Cent & H B Ry vs 
G T Ry (Order No. 5740); Jan, 9, 


tion of any tolls or fares for failure 
to comply with section 314 of Rail- 
way Act. In re Elgin & Havelock 
Railway (Order No. 7055); June 19, 
Pp 849. In re Salisbury & Harvey 
eer (Order No. 7056); June 26, 
p ; 


Application for order 
extending free unloading time on 
charcoal from 48 to 72 hours, dis- 
missed. MacDiarmid & Gail vs G T 
a (Order No. .6849); May 22, p 


‘Complaint alleging un- 
reasonable and discriminatory rates 
from Franklin to Winnipeg, Man., 
dismissed. Kerr vs Can Pac (Order 
No, 6999); June 26, p 882. 


ONO NO Se ee 


& La nes al (1558); same vs came 


(1568); 15 I C C Rep, 65; Jan. 23, p § 


CANVAS, Old Worn-Out 
Worcester, Mass. to Chicago, IIl.: 
Held, That rates should not exceed 
‘rates on junk. Channon vs LS & M 
S et al (1946). 15 I C C Rep. 551; 
March 20, p 487. 


CAR LIGHTING COMPANY, Employes of 
Free Transportation: The experts em- 
ployea for testing and observation of 
ear lighting company’s lights on 
trains are not entitled to free trans- 
portation. *(Conf Rul) May 29, p 772 


CARETAKERS 

Free Transportation: Held, That car- 
riers may lawfully provide for free 
transportation of caretakers of bees 
in hives (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 

Free Transportation: Held, That words 
“and necessary agents ‘employed in 
such transportation’ modify entire 
preceding part of section, and that 
necessary caretakers of property 
transported for United States, state 
or municipal governments, or for 
charitable purposes, or to or from 
fairs and expositions for exhibition 
thereat, may legally be carried free 
or at reduced rates by carriers sub- 
ject to act, as well as caretakers of 
destitute-and homeless persons trans- 
ported by charitable societies. ‘Lhe 
words “‘“‘necessary agents’’ as used in 
this section are interpreted to mean 
those persons necessary to safe and 
proper care of property during the 
period of transportation, and may not 
properly be extended to cover any 
persons other than those who actu- 
ally accompany such property and 
are actually necessary to its care 
(Conf Rul); March 6, p 344. 


CARLOAD MINIMUMS 
See ‘Weights, Minimum.’ 


vs C P et al (Order No. 6188); Feb. | CANNED PEACHES 

27, p 306. Atlanta, Tex.. to Chicago, Ill.. and Kan- 
Stone: Complaint alleging unjust dis- sas City, Mo.: Held, That rates should. 

crimination in rates from quarry at not exceed 58 and 51 cents, respect- 

Airdale, Man., to Winnipeg, Man., ively. Godfrey & Son vs Tex, Ark 


CARLOADS, Consolidated 
See ‘“‘Consolidated Carloads.”’ 


CARPETS 

Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates in 
carpets, N OS, C L, should not ex- 
ceed following: From St. Paul, Minn., 
$1.85; from Chicago, IIl., $2.16; car- 
load minimums same gs from above 
points of origin to Seattle, Wash. 
City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac 
et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 
6, p 317. 


CARRIERS 
Common; Texas: State railroad com- 
mission holds that all railroads are 
bona fide common carriers on per- 
fecting their organizations and filing 
their charters with department of 

state; June 26, p 884 

A belt 
line hauling cars between different 
trunk lines and receiving fixed charge 
for said service is, when so acting, 
agent of trunk line, and as such a 
common carrier and amenable to 
safety appliance act, notwithstanding 
fact that said belt line’s tracks may 
lie wholly within one state or county. 
Belt Ry of Chgo vs U S (C C A, 7th 
cir); June 19, p 850. 

Delivering; Undercharges on Prepaid 
Shipments: Delivering carrier must 
collect lawful charges and correct er- 
rors in billing or collection of charges 
of initial carrier. (Conf Rul) May 29, 
p 771. 

Liability of; Initial for Misrouting: An 
initial carrier delivered shipment to 
connection with no routing instruc- 


‘3 


Bote det ame ee 


eae 


tions beyond noting on waybill through 
rate via cheaper of two routes. Con- 
necting line sent it over route yield- 
ing it greater revenue but carrying 
higher rate. Held, That initial car- 
rier is liable for misrouting (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 343. 

Liability for Prompt Carriage: The 
prompt and safe carriage of goods 
is an obligation enforced upon car- 
rfers by common law and not by 
Act to Regulate Commerce. Dam- 
ages may be awarded by Commission 
only for violation of some. provision 
of the Act. 


& tne ae vs Can Pac et al (Order CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY 

No. 6901); May 22, p. 747. Secures contrel of Wisconsin : Central: 
Settlers’ Effects. Overcharge On: Re- See “Wisconsin Central.” 

fund of admitted overcharge on ship- 

ment from Mount Forest to Moose | CANNED GOODS 

Jaw, Sask., ordered. (Order No. Spokane, Wash.: Held, -That rates on 

6234.) canned beans, corn and peas should 
Sidings, Metallic: Application for order not exceed following: 
directing railroads to equalize rates Minn., 90 cents; from Chicago, IIl., 
on metallic sidings from eastern $1.05; “carload minimum same as from 
points to points in Manitoba. Sas- same 
katchewa, Alberta, as against 
rates charged on manufactured prod- 
uct, dismissed. Kemp Mfg Co et al 


From St. Paul, 


points of origin to Seattle, 
Wash. City of Spokane et al vs Nor 
Pac et al (879); 15 I C C Rep, 376; 
March 6, p 317. 


P 33. . ; i 
Tolis: Carriers restrained from collec- Common; Safety Appliance Act: 
i 


Blume vs Wells, Fargo 





Liability of; Not Bound. by Con- 


Misrouting, Adjustment of Claims for: 


Preferential Rates to: 


Rates, Preferential: A carrier, when a 


CARRIERS, Returned 


CARS, Interchange of 


CARS, Power,sBraked 


CARS, Private 


CARS, Tank 








Carriers 












& Co (1636), 15 I C C Rep, 53; Jan 
30, p 137. 


nections’ ‘Tariffs: A carrier’s own 
published tariffs are the measure of 
its obligations to shippers; it cannot 
be controlled by the terms of the sep- 
arate tariffs of its connections. Falls 
vs CRI & P et al (1765), 151CC 
Rep, 269; Feb 20, p 224. 


If one carrier adjusts a claim for mis- 
routing and later learns that respon- 
sibility for error rested on another, 
such other carrier may reimburse 
carrier settling claim; or, if neces- 
sary, matter may be referred to Com- 
mission to fix responsibility.—Amend- 
ment to Rule 70, 15-A. (Conf Rul) 
May 29, p 770. 

Carriers may 
not be given prefererftial rates, but 
when carrier is consignee of ship- 
ment of its own property moving 
under joint rate and is to participate 
in haul of same via its own line, 
routing instructions of consignor to 
specified junction point on line of 
consignee carrier must be observed 
(Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160 


shipper, cannot evade payment of 
lawful rates of connection. by secur- 
ing trackage rights over latter’s line. 
(Conf Rul) May 29, p 771. 
Trackage Rights, Effect on Routing: 
When rates and point of delivery are 
the same, carrier having trackage ar- 
rangements with another for joint use 
of latter’s tracks is not obliged to 
turn over shipments to latter for de- 
livery even though specifically routed 
via latter line. (Conf Rul) May 29, 
Pp 772. 


Cylinders, Gas, Empty: Held, That ex- 

press charges should be reduced from 
half merchandise rate to one-fourth 
merchandise rate, pound basis, and 
with no minimum rate restriction. 
Clancy vs Am Exp et al (N Y Pub 
Ser Com, 2d Dist); Feb 27, p 307. 


Interstate Commerce: Held, By United 
States Supreme Court, that an order 
requiring interchange of and delivery 
of all cars to connecting line touches 
interstate commerce over which state 
court has no control; order of Ken- 
tucky court reversed. Central Stock 
Yards Co vs L & N; Feb 6, p 174. 


See “Safety Appliances.”’ 


Charges for Moving During Blockade: 
The tariff rates for private car or 
sleeper were regular fare for each 
occupant, with minimum of 20 adult 
fares and minimum collection of $25 
for each movement. During wash- 
out, carrier sent individual passen- 
gers over longer route at short-line 
fare, but charged occupants of the 
private car full mileage rates for 
longer haul. Held, That short-line 
fare ought also to have been applied 
to private car and party (Conf Rul); 

‘March 6, p 343. 

Demurrage: The Commission’s ruling 
“In the Matter of Demurrage Charges 
on Privately Owned Cars’’ is not re- 
troactive. Cambria Steel Co vs B & 
O (1633), 15 I C C Rep, 484; March 
20, p 421. 

Used by Other Than Owner; Demur- 
rage on: A private car owned by 
one shipper, but used with his con- 
sent by another shipper dealing in 
a different commodity, is not a pri- 
vate car as that phrase has been de- 
fined by the Commission in connec- 
tion with demurrage charges (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 


Tariffs: Supplements to tank car tar- 
iffs which contain nothing except ad- 
ditions to cars not before listed, sub- 
stitution of new cars for old and 
changes in capacities of cars already 
listed may be issued on one day’s no- 
tice (Conf Rul); Feb, 6, p 159. 


CAR SERVICE ® 


See also “Weights, Minimum,” and 
“Special Service.’”’ 

Cars Differing in Size from Tariff Re- 
quirements: Held, That tariff nam- 


and tracks under any terms for use 
as warehouses or places of business. 
Wilson Produce Co et al vs P RR 


p 605. 

Shipper May Specify Size of Car When 
Tariff Provides ‘‘Marked Capacity’”’ as 
Minimum Weight: A tariff naming 
rate per ton on commodity and pro- 
viding that minimum carload weight 
shipper right to demand any car of 
recognized standard dimensions suit- 
‘able for carriage of that commodity; 
if upon reasonable demand carrier 


Track Storage: After allowing a rea- 


Track Storage at Pittsburg, Pa.: Held, 


CARTAGE 
On Sugar: See “Allowances.’’ 


CASES PENDING BEFORE THE IN- 


See “Complaints.” 


CASTINGS 
Indianapolis, Ind, to St Louis. Mo, and 


CASTINGS, Japanned 
Classification, Official: Held, That cast- 


CEMENT 
Omaha and Florence, Neb, between: 


New York-Philadelphia Rate Adjust- 


2 96. 
Paving: ee “‘Paving Cement.” °* 


CHARGES, Minimum 
Plate Glass: Held, That packages of 
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ing rates on certain sized car and|CHATTS. 
making no provision for reduction of 
rate if carrier, for its own conveni- 
ence, furnishes smaller car, is unrea- 
sonable. Carstens Packing Co vs Nor 
Pac et al (1657), 15 I C C Rep, 431; 
March 13, 373. 

Cars Not 


arehouses: The law does 
not require a carrier to give its cars 


(1472), 16 I C C Rep, 116; May 1, 


shall be marked capacity of car gives 


cannot supply car of particular size 
ordered, it is its duty nevertheless to 
accept shipment and move it in any 
available car or cars, applying rate 
on basis of marked capacity of car 
ordered. General Chemical Co vs 
Norf & West et al (1903), 15 IC C 
Rep, 349; Feb 27, p 298.. 


sonable time for unloading cars, car- 
rier may impose such charges for 
further detention as will leaq to 
speedy release of its equipment. Wil- 
son Produce Co et al vs P:R R 
coma 16 I C C Rep, 116; May 1, 
p 605. 


That imposition of higher charges at 
Pennsylvania Lines Produce ¥ards at 
Pittsburg than at other points does 
not constitute undue discrimination 
in view of substantial dissimilarity of 
conditions. Wilson Produce Co et al 
vs P R R (1472), 16 I C C Rep, 116; 
My 1, p 605. 


TERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 
SION 


East St Louis, Ill: Held, That rates 
shoulg not exceed by more than 2% 
cents rates from Chicago, Ill, to same 
destinations. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
C.C C & St L.et al (1041), 18 IC C 
Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 


ings, japanned, from Indianapolis, 
Ind, .to other points in Official Clas- 
sification territory should not be rated 
higher than fifth class, C L, and 
fourth, L C L. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
CCC & St Let al (1041), 151CC 
Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 


Held, That rate should not exceed 1% 
cents; minimum charge, $6 per car. 
Katz et al vs C St P M & O (Neb 
R R Com); June 12, p 828 


ment: Philadelphia attacks adjust- 
ment as unduly preferential to New 
York; alleges that rates from North- 
ampton to New York are less than 
from that point to Philadelphia, al- 
though haul in first case is longer; 
that Atlas Portland Cement Co con- 
trols Northampton & Bath Railroad 
and that allowances to this line really 
constitute rebates to the cement con- 
cern; that charge per mile from 
Northampton to Jersey City is .0084, 
while from Northampton to Philadel- 
_ a shorter distance, it is .0182; 
an 23, 


plate glass, weighing more than 100 
pounds, but which can be loaded into 
ordinary box car, should be charged 
for ateactual weight of shipment. 
Bennett vs M St P & S S M (1475), 
15 I CC Rep, 301; Feb. 20, p +234. 





Cheese 


Kansas: State commission authorizes 


rate of 2 cents from Pittsburg to 
Leavenworth, via Missouri Pacific; 
Jan 2, p 6. 


CHAIRS 
See also “Furniture.” 
Grafton, Wis., to Chicago, Ill: Held, 


That 15 cents is reasonable rate, 
Milwaukee, Falls Chair Co vs CM & 
St P (1942), 16 I C C Rep, 217; May 
22, p 729. 


Indianapolis, Ind; to Arkansas Com- 


mon Points: Held, That rates should 
not exceed those applying from Cin- 
cinnati, O, to same destinations. 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs C C C & St 
L et al (1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; 
May 22. p 697. 


Indianapolis, Ind, to East St Louis, 


Ill, on Traffic Destined to Missouri 
River Cities: Held, That rates should 
not exceed following: Carload “mini- 
mum weight of 20,000 pounds, 21 
cents; minimum not exceeding 12,000 
pounds, 27 cents. Indpls Frt Bureau 
vs C CC & St L et al (1042), 16 
I C C Rep, 56; April 24, p 557. 


Indianapolis, Ind., to St Louis, Mo, and 


East St Louis, Ill: Held, That rate 
should not exceed by more than 7 
cents rate from Chicago, Ill, to same 
destinations. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
CCccCc & StL et al (1041), 15ICC 
Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 


CHEESE wé 
Chicago, Ill, from Southwestern Wis- 


consin Points: Held, That rates to 
Chicago from hereinafter mentioned 
points in Wisconsin should not ex- 
ceed the following: 









To Chicago 

from— © Fate C. Le 
SRNCUTIES fui odie ek 17% 25 
a _SRESSG BP cer artap tee 19 25 
CPT 25k. bo leiden 19 25 
PROINE | Siena dain ce ced diawweie 19 25 
WRMNNEE > 55.0 S50 ids cid Meebo nut 19 25 
BEGMTOOOTO 5k wal, Basa cous 19 25 
Voy ga eer ee 19 27 
MMR Sis o thchles ecb bede sc wSOik 19 25 
GENO iid cred EV ORC Re wad Gee 19 25 
MONO WMA. A Fig dis Sedna 19 28 
Te beh ig cord Visite. tecese 19 2 
SOUCH WAYNE. 2. cobs 6S s's avis 19 28 
WOTTON 6 oa oad oS eS ced 30 
IIIT - os. b 6855 ble dss 4 30 
DIATE | 4s 0 a'e vibn'Se wteeO 29 
ee Pe Ae Pere ree 30 
Mineral Point... 30 
DIEM Feb eis dies ES 32 
PUB TLOVIS Bibi A Sebastien ow 32 
I FSU Listind aw dS ate ide 3 25 
Milton Junction : 25 
Wt 5.0 6.6 8S ake ose SS 19 26 
SLOUSHAON .. 50's s oe viiecn eo oe 26 
TANG 8 FSS cea Caney 26 
TO a 0 hubs oo gO clbic bs wate 26 
BEBOIOUO Cb 6 oid. Kae Sieh oe 28 
Crone) Piaies::. 6665s cde 28 
Black :- Wart. ...3. 0. decisis. 29 
MGBOMMAIIG * oo 5 cee cet 29 
SGA COREY 6 is 8 PSUs s owen 30 
Prairie du Sac. ........ce«. 30 
DOOR 5 oie Vi ww FO os wis a's 31 
Spring Green... .... 00.0000. 31 
Tomie: ROCK, . is cvsceccseece 31 
NR iso cfs s hbbe Geeta ewes 32 
Twin Bluffs. ......ccccscces a 
Richland Center 32 
RNIN 0 Sirf é iase- a elele odiviele's 0 teh 32 
MUSCOGS © i. occ ie coc cecsces 33 
Pie | TRIWOCT W. ciclies wat SGgatiee 34 
Boscobel ...-- ec vccccccveecs 34 
WAUZEKS “iiss ccc lewecsees 34 
Bridgeport .....-.--e+-seee, 36 


26 
R R Com of Wis vs C M & St P 
(1326), 16 I C C Rep, 85; April 24, 


p 587. 


Chicago, Till, from Southwestern Wis- 
consin Points: Held, That rates to 
Chicago from the hereinafter men- 
tioned Wisconsin points should not 


exceed the following: 


To Chicago 
from— . Cc. L. L. C. L. 
Beloit... 28% gids guate 0b Shue wale 17% 25 
DIO Gases nich vider he ve ses 17% 25 
FORAGVIMS ois.iisc c's Seciiee ees 17% 29 
PARMOVOR es aie ice ce idee vce’ 19 25 
PRUNE ooo nic 68 wae wld vc noe ee 19 26 
ORO: ooh vice hese mew eed 19 26 
De ERE ere A COTY 19 26 
ON ici, cd's omnes weeks 0% 19 26 
PURRBVENS: ©... iiss ie cece s 19 26 
TAPOOMIGE ois. cob agai Wein e 19 26 
CBNOR 3. 0. SSF ences i wee Se He 19 26 
MRSS detec sR bos 19 26 
MAGIBON © 2% . Scadied vce biere'ese ole 19 26 








WOTORG <0. 
Rileys ..... 
Klevenville | 
Mount Horel 
Blue Mounds 
Barneveld 
Ridgeway 
Dodgeville 
Edmund ... 
oa a oc 
Montfort .¢ 
Preston .... 
Lancaster J 
Stitzer 
Liberty .... 
Lancaster 
Fennimore 
Werley .... 
Andersons | 
Woodman . 
Livingston 
Rewey 
Leslie ..... 
Mineral. Poi 
Ipswich 
Platteville 
i —ee 
Cuba City. 
Benton .... 
Strawbridgse 
Buncombe 


R R Com 
16.1 ¢ ¢ 


CHICAGO, II 
Class Rate 


That rate 
lowing: 
Class ... 
Rate 
Class 
Rate .... 
Kindel v: 
wbICC 


Class Rate 


That rat 
lowing: 
Class 
Rate 
Class 
Rate ... 
City of 
et al (87 
6. p 317 
Differentia 
water li 
seaboard 
ductions 
not to ¢c 


CHICAGO F 


Election: 
to serve 
B. Barr 
Duer; s 
treasure 
684. Se 


CHICAGO, 


SOUND 
Merger: 
St P R 
tana an 
Milwaul 
nounced 


CHICAGO 


Railway 


CHICAGO 


Courts: 
Court 
reheari! 
fined $: 
Faithor 
grantin; 
Sulzber 
ground 
down r 
german 
Suprem 
reheari: 


CLAIM PA 


See “Rec 


CLAIMS 


See also 

Accrued 
Subseq 
der W 
provide 
switchi 
pense 
not mc 
date, 
were |] 
payme! 
tervai 
celed. 
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Class Rates to Spokane, Wash.: 
That rates should not exceed the fol- 


mtorr 


Noro 


bobo to hs robe re 


ARAM 


SD LO tO Lo bo be 
AMA 


a 


t 





Cheese 


OME so. iad Sahn eS «ode a 20 28 
NUMMEES sn icoce slats a Viele ci deeee aw 20 238 
MOT OIVIIIO «45s: 60:0 4 0. csscicidwie 20 29 
PEGUING, PROTO dic cc bc. ncis¢ conan 20 29 
BUG BROUNGS. . cc cccesbesce 20 29 
ERIN oink: Sire b ciblew eect 21 31 
gi RED Re ORT ln Sao 5 21 31 
OT UNED suc cokes tas eae One 21 31 
IMPIMEMRNE  o0 Cove ahs cau aot 6 22 32 
Se a ag ree es Ge athe 22 32 
EE. Be Sede voce ce ecte 22 32 
PTC SS ccetti ds 5 eee état as 24 34 
Lancaster Junction. £3 oe 34 
Re ila ot ne Vacs ob cae 24 - 34 
EMEC! oy one-« Ko pbb ccm tye g aecc art 2 34 
IMME osc. ia cc gatcstalard ote ect 24 34 
RENT, 2%: 5. Ul aaael «0's uae 24 34 
of APR eae 34 
Andersons Mills............ 24 34 
SUV OGUINUINTE ON eh eciscctecue 24 34 
DAV REUON 2 Si i Sens SORT 22 32 
BRUNI RS as baie gure Gew bee 22 32 
meee - 38 UL vee 22 32 
Mineral. Point Crossing... .22 32 
RENEE Fe SAME baee eeu 22 32 
PMUUE OO VELIO | Soh. asd Vino *e os 9% diets 22 32 
SE. ecg Sains Waist vo wee rteae 24 34 
= SSREN OO Sw a uclb do eita-ocb 2 34 
SR ea-0. 6:70 Scie iana olale-ude ee 24 34 
UPAR OMIGIBCS 506s i ocd ced asic 2 34 
PRIUMGOMI DE: ao o.6)4.s'nie-s.0 0.s'cie oo ee 34 


R R Com of Wis vs C & N W (1325), 


16 1 C C Rep, 85; April 24, p 587. 


CHICAGO, Ill. 
Class Rates to Denver, Colo: Held, 
That rates should not exceed the fol- 


lowing: 

CARRS si eciun 1 2 3 4 6 
Rate..«.......380 146. 0 85 67 
2 eee A B Cc D E 
WOE. be diciv 80% ~=a«68 54 47 40 


Kindel vs N Y NH & H et al (951), 


15 I C C Rep, 555; March 20, p 397. 


lowing: 

RN aro hy wie 1 2 3 4 5 

Rate: .....<.808: . 259... 216 ..: 179:;...150 
CTGMS @ bein. 0.08 A B Cc D E 
ree 154 121 97 91 82 


City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac 
et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 


6. ip 37: 
Differential Rates: 


Election: 


684. See also March 20, p 441. 


CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & PUGET 


SOUND RAILWAY 


Merger: Consolidation of the C M & 
St P Ry companies of Idaho, Mon- 
tana and South Dakota into Chicago 
Milwaukee & Puget Sound is an- 


nounced. Jan 9, p 40. 


CHICAGO MILWAUKEE & ST PAUL- 


COAST LINES 


See “Chicago Milwaukee & Puget Sound 


Railway Company.” 


CHICAGO & ALTON RAILROAD 
Files petition with Sunreme 
Court of United States, asking for 
rehearing in case in which it was 
fined $40,000. and Messrs Wann and 
Faithorn $10,000 each, on charge of 
granting rebates to Schwarzschild & 
Sulzberger Co, basing their plea on 
ground that decision of court lays 
down no rule for future guidance ‘in 
germane matters (Jan. 23, p_ 95). 
Supreme Court denies petition for a 


Courts: 


rehearing. Jan. 30, p 147. 


CLAIM PAPERS 


See “Records.” 


CLAIMS 


See also ‘‘Reparation.”’ 


Accrued Claims Not Invalidated by 
Subsequent Cancelation of Rule Un- 
, A tariff 
provided for absorption of certain 
Switching charges, provided that ex- 
pense bills therefor were presented 
not more than six months after their 
date. Within that time certain bills 
were presented, but carrier refused 
payment on ground that during in- 
tervai absorption rule had been can- 
celed. Held, That subsequent can- 


der Which They Accrued: 


' FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


welesoution: If one carrier adjusts mis- 


« Offsetting: 


Offsetting: 
Held, 


Eastern rail-and- 

water lines cut rates from Atlantic 
seaboard ports to Chicago proper; re- 
ductions apply only to this a and 
not to common points. May 1, p 614. 


CHICAGO RAILWAY CLUB 
Club elects following officers 
to serve for one year: President, W. 
B. Barr; vice-president, Bruce W. 
Duer; secretary, E. L. Bevington; 
treasurer, Carl Nyquist. May 15, p 


Denver, 












celation could not invalidate claim 
already accrued (Conf Rul); March 
6, p 343. 

Jurisdiction: 
take cognizance of damages arising 
from carrier’s failure to make prompt 
deliveries. Blume vs Wells, Fargo & 
Co (1636), 15 I 
p 137. 

Jurisdiction: 
has authority to award damages in 
a case where carrier collects a greater 
sum than is fixed by its published 
tariffs. Laning-Harris Coal & Grain 
Co vs St L & S F (1653), 15 I C C 
Rep, 37; Jan 16, p 59. 

Jurisdiction: 
that in cases of exaction of rate 
higher than published tariff shipper 
may bring suit in court in the first 
instance, but the Act also appears to 
give Commission and courts concur- 


The Commission cannot 


C C Rep, 53; Jan 30, 
Held, That Commission 


It seems fairly certain 


rent jurisdiction in this respect. Lan- 
ing-Harris Coal & Grain Co vs St L 
& Ss eer et 15 I C C Rep, 37; Jan 









routing claim and later learns that 
responsibility for misrouting rested on 
another, such other carrier may reim- 
burse carrier settling claim; or, if 
necessary, matter may be referred to 
Commission to fix ponsibility.— 
Amendment to Rule 70, 15-A (Conf 
Rul) May 29, p 770. 

Held, That inasmuch as 
Commission is without authority to 
adjudfcate claim of railroad company 
against shipper, it cannot consider 
counter claim of carrier in adjusting 
claim of shipper. Laning-Harris Coal 
& Grain Co vs St L & S F (1653), 
15 E C C Rep, 37; Jan 16, p 59. 

Upon inquiry whether éar- 
rier might lawfully offset an over- 
charge against an undercharge: Held, 
That Commission has no authority 
to control disposition of overcharge 
so long aS amount is passed by car- 
rier to credit of shipper (Conf Rul); 
March 6, p 342. 










CLAM SHELLS 
See “Shells.”’ 


CLASS RATES 
Denver, Colo, from Chicago, Ill, 
Louis, Mo: 
not exceed following: 
From Chicago, Ml: 





and St 
Held. That rates should 


Ces S5Ne%- 1 3 4 5 

Rate™..%. ... 180 145 .? 85 67 
2 ee ae A B D E 
Feate: 8005. 80% «6463 54 47 40 

From St Louis, Mo: 

Clams * 66s i 2 3 4 5 
Rate .......162 127 101 ' 80% 63 
Ime S45 A B Cc D E 
PEO Fi ioe 74 56 50 42 36 


Kindel vs N Y NH & H et al (951), 
15 I C C Rep, 555; March 20, p 397. 

Colo, from St Louis. Mo, and 
Chicago, Ill: Colorado Manufactur- 
ers’ Association asks Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to suspend effect- 
ive date of order in Kindel case until 
United States Supreme Court has 
passed on principles involved in Burn- 
ham-Munger Dry Goods Co et al vs 
g,* I & P et al case. April 3, 


Indianapolis, Ind, to Louisiana Points: 


Held, That rates should not exceed 
those charged from Cincinnati, O, to 
same points. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
CCC. a L et al (1044), 16 ICC 
Rep, 254; May 22, p 697. 


Indianapolis, Ind, fo Missouri River: 


Held, That rates should not exceed 
rates in effect from Chicago, Ill, to 
Missouri River by more than the fol- 


6 


. 6 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs C CC & St L 
et al (1042), 16 I C C Rep, 56; April 
24, p 557. 


lowing: 
CE: Va cidas ess > 1 2 3 4 5 
Difference see 32 SE 8 4 


Indianapolis to Ohio River Crossings on 


Southeastern Territory: Application 
for order directing carriers to apply 
class rates based on Southern Classi- 
ficiation in lieu of higher commodity 
proportionals denied. Indpls Frt Bu- 
reau vs C C C & St L et al (1047), 
15 I C C Rep, 367; March 6. p 341. 


Indianapolis, Ind, to Ohio River Cross- 


ings, Proportionals on Southeastern 
Traffic: Petition for rates based on 
50 per cent of the Chicago-Ohio River 
proportionals, the approximate ratio 
which Indianapolis distance from 


Classification 


Ohio River bears to Chicago distance, 
i Indpls Frt Bureau vs C 
C & St L et al (1041), 15 I C C Rep, 
504; March 20, p 402. 
Indianapolis, Ind, to Ohio River Points 
Commission declines 
to hold rates unreasonable, allega- 
tions having been predicated on a 
comparison between these rates and 
class rates between Chicago and Ohio 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs C 
Cc & St L et al (1041), 15 
Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 
Indianapolis, Ind, to Oklahoma Points: 
Held, That rates should not exceed 
rates from Chicago, 
points by more than the following: 
To Vinita, 
Claremont and group points: 
& A:2:.:C DPD 
Cents 10 8 7 6 & 
To J meee ar ea and group coches 
3 4 



















and to Chicago: 
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Indpls ‘Frt Bureau 
et al (1044), 16 I C Cc Rep, ont: May 


to St Paul and Wi- 
Held, That 


Indianapolis, Ind, 
nona, Minn, Rate Points: 
rates, as compared with rates from 
St Louis, Mo, and Chicago, 
destinations are not unreasonable rel- 

Indpls Frt Bureau 

et al (1046), 

276; May 22, p 706. 

Interstate Commerce 

Commission asks United States Cir- 

cuit Court, Northern District of Illi- 

nois, eastern division, to vacate tem- 

porary injunction issued by it against 
enforcement of Commission’s order in 

Burnham-Hanna-Munger Dry Goods 

Co ot vs CRI & FP et al. i 






atively or per se. 










Missouri River: 





















Mississippi to Missouri River Crossings. 
Proportional Rates on Traffic Origi- 
at Indianapolis, : 

That rates should not exceed follow- 


















































22% 18 15% 12 





Cents 65 41 32 25 20 
Indpis Frt Bureau vs CC C & St L 
et al (1042), 1%wIrCC =. 56; i 









































Monroe, La.: See under “Monroe, a" 
; Mo, to Bainbridge, Ga: 
That rates are not unduly discrimina- 
tory to Bainbridge as compared with 
rates from St Louis to Eufaula, Ga., 
the circumstances and conditions sur- 
rounding the traffic at the two desti- 
i being materially different. 
Bainbridge Board of Trade vs L 
& St L et al (1477), 15 I C C Rep, 
586; April 10, 














































































































to Lemmon, S D, and 
Former combina- 
unreasonable to the 

















tion rates held 
extent that 
} established 
To Lemmon: 

























































MOB siiceteds. dss 117 
To Hettinger: 
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Ra Ss 
Allen & Co vs C M & St P (1588), 
293; May 22, p 733. 
from St Paul, 
Held, That 

















16 I C C Rep, 
Spokane, Wash, 
and Chicago, Ill: 
should not exceed , following: 





















































City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac 
et al cot). 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 























CLASSIFICATION 
Automobiles: 





give new and old 
machines the same rating is not un- 
just, as no definite line can be drawn 
between new and old machines of 
Whitcomb vs C 
I C C Rep, 27; 















































N W et al (1538), 15 I 
Jan, 16, p 64. 


















8 Classification 












Clothing: Commission declines to re- 
duce rating overalls, jackets, shirts 
of low grades and play suits for chil- 
dren, made of coarse, heavy cotton 
cloth, from first class to a lower rat- 
ing in Official, Western and Southern 
Classifications. Assn of Union Made 
Garment Mfrs of America vs C & 
N W et al (1728), 16 I C C Rep, 405; 
June 26, p 857. 

Commodity Rates: A classification is 
not to be construed as governing the 
application of commodity rates in a 
tariff in absence of tariff provisions to 
that effect. Newton Gum Co vs C B 
& Q et al (1773), 16 I C C Rep, 341; 

- June 12, p 809. 

Nebraska: State railroad commission 
adopts its own classification for use 
on intrastate business, said schedule 
being a modification of Western Clas- 
sification No. 44; June 26, p 882. 

Rate Advance: Many increases ef- 
fected by changes in classification. 
(ICC Report to House of Represent- 

. atives) Feb. 6, p 157. 


CLASSIFICATION, Official 


Castings, Japanned: Held, That rating 
should not be higher than fifth class, 
C L, and fourth, L C L. Indpls Frt 
Bureau vs CCC & St L et al (1041), 
15 I C C Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 

Ladders: Rule 7-C provided that arti- 
cles too long to be loaded in standard 
36-foot car through side door thereof 
should be charged at actual weight 
and class rate for each shipment to 
consignee, with minimum charge of 
4,000 paunds at first class rates. Held, 
That defendants should modify this 
rule with respect to loading of long 
ladders so as to provide for shipment 
of one dozen ladders at actual weight 
by fixing minimum at 1,800 pounds. 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs CC C & St L 
et al (1045), 15 I C C Rep, 370; March 
6, p 338. 

Value, Rating on: Committee dockets 
question of re-rating articles listed 
in the classification and using value 
of various commodities embraced 
therein as determining factor in clas- 
sifying. March 27, p 449. : 


CLASSIFICATION, Uniform, 





























































































































































































































































































































































































































Committee 














on 

Collyer, Robert N.: Is elected chair- 
man. May 29, p 770. 

Kelland, George H.: Succeeds F. S. 
Holbrook as one of the representa- 
tives of Official Classification terri- 
tory. May 15, p 685. 



























































CLASSIFICATION, Western 


Jewelers’ Sweepings: Complaint was 
fileq alleging that no provision was 
made for this commodity. After 
hearing, following was agreed upon 
and case dismissed: ‘Western Clas- 
sification No 45, I C C No 3, effective 
November 1, 1908, jewelers’ sweep- 
ings and tailings in watertight bar- 
rels, value not exceeding $50 per bar- 
rel, and oP declared by shipper on 
shipping ticket or bill of lading, at 
first class; value exceeding $50 and 
not exceeding $200 per barrel, and so 
declared by shipper on_ shipping 
ticket or bill of lading, at double 
first class; value exceeding $200 per 
barrel, or value not. stated. not 
taken.’”’ Rentz Bros, Inc, vs C B & 
Q et al (1434), 15 I C C Rep, 7; Jan 
16, p 58. 

Letter Copiers, ‘“‘Rapid Roller’; Rating 
of one and one-half times first class 
held not unjust or. discriminatory. 
Yawman & Erbe Mfg Co vs A T & 
S' F et al (927), 15 I C C Rep, 260; 
Feb 20, p 232. 

Louisiana: State railroad commission 
issues instructions relative to use of 
No 45 by intrastate carriers: March 
20, p 444. 

Plate Glass Minimum Charge on: Held, 
That packages of plate glass weigh- 
ing more than 100 pounds, but which 
can be loaded into ordinary box car, 
shauld be charged for at actual 
weight. Bennett vs MStP& SSM 
an 15 I C C Rep, 301; Feb 20, 
p ; 


CLAY CONDUITS 


Brazil, Ind, to Racine, Wis: Held, That 
rates should not be higher than those 
in effect between Brazil and Milwau- 
kee, Wis. Mil Elec Ry & Light Co 
vs CM & St P et al (2067), 15I CC 
Rep, 468; March 13, p 380. 















































































































































































































































































































































Utterances: 


COAL 





INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


CLEMENTS, Judson C., interstate Com- 


merce Commissioner 

Addresses Atlanta Freight 
Bureau on “The Federal Regulation 
of Railways;’’ speech in full. April 
3, Pp 479. 


CLERGYMEN 
Free Transportation: 


A clergyman does 
not lose his ministerial standing by 
reason of fact that he leaves pas- 
torate for some other field of religious 
activity. A minister who engages in 
work which may fairly be regarded 
as religious in character may be le- 
gally accorded special transportation 
privileges. In the Matter of Passes 
to Clergymen, etc, 15 I C C Rep, 45; 
Jan 23, p 91. 


CLOTHING 


See ‘‘Textiles.’’ 


Black Mountain and Appalachia Dis- 
tricts, Va, to Morristown and Points 
East ang South Thereof: Held, That 
rates should not exceed by more than 
25 cents per ton rates to said Morris- 
town and all said points east and 
south thereof, from the Coal Creek 
district, Tenn. Black Mountain Coal 
Land Co et al vs Sou Ry et al (1381), 
15 I C C Rep, 286; Feb 20,-p 262. 

Black Mountain, Va, to Morristown, 
Tenn, and All Points East and South 
Thereof on Defendants’ Lines: Held, 
That rates per ton shall not exceed 
those from Appalachia, Va, district 
toy same points of destination. Black 
Mountain Coal Land Co et al vs Sou 
Ry et al (1381), 15 I C C Rep, 286; 
Feb 20, p 262. 

Bristol, Tenn., From Appalachian (Va.) 
Fields: Held, That rate per net ton 
on both steam and domestic coal (bi- 
tuminous) should not exceed 75 
cents. Board of (Mayor, etc., of 
Bristol, Tenn, vs Va & S W et al 
(1297), 15 I C.C Rep, 453; March 13, 
P 367. 

Colorad Points, from: Held, That 
rates from complainants’ mines, near 
Ludlow, Colo, and from Ludlow and 
points between Ludlow and Trinidad, 
Colo, to interstate points on Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe should not 
exceed rates from points on Colorado 
& Southeastern to said interstate 
points on Santa Fe. Cedar Hill Coal 
& Coke Co et al vs AT & S F et al 
’ (1516), 16 I C C Rep, 402; Juge 26, 
p 861 (Order on Rehearing). 

—Held, That rates from complain- 
ants’ mines near Ludlow, Colo, and 
from Ludlow and points between Lud- 
low and Trinidad to Trinidad, Colo, 
when destined for interstate points on 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, should 
not exceed 25 cents per ton; that 
rates on such coal to interstate points 
on Santa Fe from Trinidad should 
not be less than 10 cents per ton 
less than full local rates per ton from 
Trinidag to said interstate destina- 
tions: Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co 
et al vs AT & S Fret al (1516), 15 
I C C Rep, 73; Jan 30, p 138 (Original 
Order). 

—See also “Louisville, Colo, and Wal- 
senburg District’”’ rates. 

Courts: Judge Goff, United States Cir- 

* cuit Court of Appeals, issues tempo- 
rary order restraining Chesapeake & 
Ohio from filling schedules with In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in- 
creasing rates from New River and 
Kanawha districts to lake _ ports, 
April 24, p 594. 

—Judge Wilkinson, Circuit Court at 
Williamson, W Va, restrains Norfolk 
& Western from filing schedules ad- 
vancing rates from Thacker field to 
lake ports. April 24, p 594, 

—Judge Dayton, United States Dis- 
trict Court, southern district of West 
Virginia, continues restraining order 
against Baltimore & Ohio and Cleve- 
land, Lorain.& Wheeling roads, pro- 
hibiting them from advancing rates 
from West Virginia to the lakes, 
pending a determination of question 
of the court’s jurisdiction. May 1, p 
622. 

—Judge Kellar, United States District 
Court for southern district of West 
Virginia, issues temporary injunction 
restraining Norfolk & Western. Ches- 
apeake & Ohio, Kanawha & Michigan 
railroads from filing tariffs advancing 
rates from West Virginia fields to 
the lakes. (April 17, p 554.) Dissolved 





Coal 


¢ 
on ground that court has no right to 
prevent filing of tariff before Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has de- 


termined equity of rate. June 19, 
p 845. 
Demurrage: A rule that provides that 


when a barge registers at pier office 
the number of carloads of coal it will 
contain are immediately matched off 
against it and demurrage ceases upon 
such carloads waiting to be trans- 
shipped, irrespective of time when 
railroad may actually unload coal 
into barge _ is not unreasonable. 
Hutchinson-McCandlish Coal Co vs 
B & O et al (1689), 16 I C C Rep, 
360; June 19, p 836. 

Grafton, W Va, to Kalamazoo, Mich: 
Held, That rate of $1.90 per net ton 
on bituminous moving via Willow 
Creek, Ind.—total distance, 640 miles— 
was not, despite reduction in rate to 
$1.85 via certain other shorter routes, 
unreasonable. Commercial Coal Co 
(1567) vs B & O et al, 15 I C C Rep, 
11; Jan 16, p 56. 

Grouping of Mines: See ‘Discrimina- 
tion.”’ 

Hanover, Pa, to Walbrook (Baltimore), 
Md.: Held, That through route via 
Central Railroad of New Jersey and 
Western Maryland should be estab- 
lished and that rate on anthracite 
should not exceed $2.20 per.gross ton. 
Enterprise Fuel Co vs P R R et al 
(1587), 16 I C C Rep, 219; May 22, 

. p 736, 

Indiana: Rates from Brazil-Linton fields 
to South Bend fixed at 80 and 8 
cents per ton; from same fields to 
Mishawaka, 85 and 95 cents. Dodge 
Mfg Co et al vs LS & M S et al 
(Ind R R Com); Feb. 20, p 284.—State 
commission modifies order permitting 
an increase of 5 cents per ton in 
rates to Mishawaka. March 27, p 
467. 

Louisville, Colo.. to Points on Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific: Held, That 
Colorado’ & Southern and Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific should join in 
the establishment of through routes 
and joint rates on lignite coal via 
‘Denver, Colo, between Louisville and 
points on the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific in Kansas, Nebraska, Mis- 
souri, Iowa and Oklahoma; joint rates 
not to exceed by more than 40 cents 
per net ton. rates via Rock Island 
from Denver and Roswell, Colo, to 
same destinations. Northern Coal & 
Coke Co vs Colo & Sou et al (1753), 
16 I C C Rep, 369; June 19, p 833. 
—See also “Colorado Points,’ and 
“Walsenburg District’’ rates. 


Middlesboro, Ky, to Bristol, Tenn: 
Bristol and Chattanooga, Tenn, are 
equi-distant from Middlesboro; de- 
fendant maintained rate of $1.20 per 
ton on bituminous coal from Mid- 
dlesboro to Bristol and 80 cents to 
Chattanooga. Held, That in view of 
dissimilarity of circumstances and 
conditions surrounding traffic to Bris- 
tol and to Chattanooga, this rate ad- 
justment does not discriminate 
against Bristol. Board of Mayor, etc, 
of Bristol vs Sou Ry (1296), 15 IC C 
Rep, 487; March 20, p 422. 


Missouri: State railroad commission is- 
sues new distance tariff on bitumi- 
nous coal; table of rates given in 

. full. Apri] 10, p 497. 

North Dakota: State Supreme Court 
upholds reasonableness of rates fixed 
under state maximum freight rate 
statute and orders Great Northern, 
Northern Pacific and Minneapolis, St 
Paul & Sault Ste Marie to desist from 
charging their present rates. May 
1, p 624. ; 

Pocahontas, Va, Coal District to Wins- 
ton-Salem and Durham, N C: Held, 
That rate to Winston-Salem should 
not exceed $2.10 per ton, and to Dur- 
ham, $2.20 per ton. Board of Trade 
of Winston-Salem, etc, vs Norfolk & 
Western (1291), 16 I C C Rep, 12; 
April 24, p 567. “ 

Rate Advance: Rates advanced ° 
cents per ton from’ Fennsylvania, 
Maryland and West Virginia fields to 
Central Freight Association territory, 
and from Kentucky, Tennessee and 
Alabama fields to Southeastern 
Freight Association territory. (I C C 
Report to House of Representatives) 
Feb 6, p 157. 

Rates, Joint, from Cardiff, Ill: See 
under ‘“‘Rates, Joint—Courts.”’ 

Reconsignment: Held, That charge for 







privilege 
change 
line, hat 
car for e 
& Coke | 
5 OC 
Sterling, 
That ra 
not exce 
land Bro 
i gy ee 
Trinidad 
Points.”’ 
Walsenbur 
Held, T' 
from th 
sas, Net 
New Me 
unjust, 
Hill Coz 
& Sou e 
387; Jun 
—See a 
“Louisvi 


COAL ROA 
See “Com 


COAL-TAR 
Coal-Pitch 
That ra 
from E1 
should 
pitch. 
eU'alr G 
13, p 19' 


COFFEE 

Indianapol 
Held, T 
should | 
cago, Ill 
more th: 
kogee s 
Cincinnea 
o-c_ Ca 
Rep, 254 

Indianapol 
La: Ef 
ants ad 
tral Fre 
cluding 
ing St 
crossing 
should 
from Ne 
compare 
leans to 
crossing 
lationshi 
which o 
Indpls ] 
(1835), 1 
p 413. 

Indianapo! 
bag ss 
Central 
cluding 
ing St 
crossing 
slrould 
from At 
dianapo! 
River c1 
ceed rel 
date of 
1, 1908. 
sylvania 
567; Ma 


COLLYER, 


Appointm: 
committ 
May 29, 


COLORADC 
Decisions: 
unload 
and spt 
denying 
ginating 
ful. Ge 
6, p 177 

Report: 
port; 
stringen 
of less | 
jurisdict 
of comr 
$5,000 
to deve 
work; J 


_COMBINAT 


«Coal Ro: 
Commis: 
gress cx 
alleged 
West V 
tion the 
railroads 

Syndicat 






e), 


ind 
ib- 
‘ite 
on. 


n is- 
umi- 
n in 


Yourt 
fixed 

rate 
hern, 
is, St 
from 
May 


Wins- 
Held, 
hould 
Dur- 
Trade 
olk & 
», 12; 


ed 5 
vania, 
lds to 
ritory, 
o and 
astern 
.-C.¢ 
tives) 


See 


ge for 





Coal 
privilege of reconsignment, when 
change involves no back-, or out-of- 
line, haul, should not exceed $2 per 
car for each change. Cedar Hill Coal 
& Coke Co vs Colo & Sou et al (1701), 
15 I C C Rep, 546; March 20, p 435. 

Sterling, Ill, to Wausa, Neb: Held 
That rate on bituminous coal should 
not exced $2.70 per net ton. Sunder- 
land Bros Co vs C & N W et al (2050), 
161°C © Rep, 212; May 22 p 730. 

Trinidad District: See “Colorado 
Points.”’ 

Walsenburg, Colo, District, Rates from: 
Held, That rates on bituminous coal 
from this district to points in Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas and 
New Mexico are not unreasonable or 
unjust, relatively or per se. Cedar 
Hill Coal & Coke Co et al vs Colo 
& Sou et al (1770, etc), 16 I C C Rep, 
387; June 26, p 863. 





See also ‘‘Colorado Points’’ and 
‘Louisville, Colo.’’ 
COAL ROADS 
See ‘“‘Combinations.” 
COAL-TAR PAVING CEMENT 
Coal-Pitch Rates Should Apply: Held, 


That rate on coal-tar paving cement 
from Ensley, Ala, to Lagrange, Ga, 
shoul@ not exceed rate on coal-tar 


pitch. Barrett Mfg Co, vs L & N 
et al (1308), 15 I C C Rep, 196; Feb 
13, p 197. 

COFFEE 


Indianapolis, Ind., to Oklahoma Groups: 
Held, That rates on roasted coffee 
should not exceed rates from Chi- 
cago, Ill, 
more than 5 cents; that rates to Mus- 
kogee should not exceed rates from 
Cincinnati, O. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
CCC & St L et al (1044), 16 IC C 
Rep, 254; May 22, p 697. 

Indianapolis, Ind, from New Orleans, 
La: Effective July 15, 1908, defend- 
ants advanced rates to certain Cen- 
tral Freight Association points, in- 
cluding Indianapolis, but not includ- 
ing St Louis, Mo, and Ohio River 
crossings. Held, That defendants 
should establish a relation of rates 
from New Orleans to Indianapolis, as 
compared with rates from New Or- 
leans to St Louis and the Ohio River 
crossings, which shall not exceed re- 
lationship between these several rates 
which obtained prior to July 15 ,1908. 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs Ill Cent et al 
(1835), 15 I C C Rep, 567; March 20, 


p 413. 
Indianapolis, Ind., from New York, N. 
Y.: Rates were advanced to certain 


Central Freight Association points, in- 
cluding Indianapolis, but not includ- 
ing St Louis, Mo, and Ohio River 
crossings. Held, That defendants 
slrould establish a relation of rates 
from Atlantic seaboard points to In- 
dianapolis, .St Louis and the Ohio 
River crossings which should not ex- 
ceed relation which obtained prior to 


date of aforesaid advance, viz, Aug 
1, 1908. Indpls Frt Bureau vs Penn- 
sylvania et al (1674), 15 I C GC Rep, 


567; March 20, p 413. 


COLLYER, Robert N. 
Appointment: Elected 


committee on uniform 
May 29, p 770. 


chairman of 
classification. 


COLORADO 
Decisions: The right of a carrier to 
unload its own freight at switches 


and spurs while contemporaneously 
denying that privilege to traffic ori- 
ginating on other roads held unlaw- 


ful. Gerber et al vs Union Pac; Feb 
6, p 177. 

Report: State commission files re- 
port; recommends enactment of 


stringent anti-pass law, placing roads 
of less than 20 miles in length under 
jurisdiction of board, that chairman 
of commission be given a salary of 


$5,000 per annum and be _ required 
to devote all his time to  board’s 
work; Jan. 30, p 149. 
COMBINATIONS 
* «Coal Roads: Interstate Commerce 


Commission transmits report to Con- 
gress covering investigation into the 
alleged coal monopoly in Ohio and 
West Virginia; charges that situa- 
tion there is controlled by group of 
railroads comprising ‘“‘Trunk Line 
Syndicate; that this syndicate has 





to the same destination by | 





FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


hindered and discouraged the devel- 
opment of independent coal proper- 
ties; May 15, p 679. 

Ohio: Judge Alred, circuit court of 
Franklin county, Ohio, issues decree 
ousting Hocking Valley syndicate 
from alleged control of the Zanes- 
ville & Western and Ohio Central 


lines, together with certain coal 
properties, holding that control vio- 
lates state anti-trust law; May 1, 
p 624. . 


COMMERCIAL CLUB TRAFFIC BU- 


REAU of Salt Lake City, Utah 


See “Salt Lake City, Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau.”’ 


COMMUTATION TICKETS 


Interstate Commerce Commission: Crit- 
icizes advertisement of Pennsylvania 
Railroad announcing withdrawal of 
school tickets because of Commis- 
sion’s ruling; Jan.) 23, p 84. 


COMPETITION, Water 


See also ‘“Discrimination,’’ 
Competitive,’’ etc. 

May Justify Difference in Privileges: 
Water competition may justify dif- 
ference in carload minimums and 
in right of combining different com- 
modities at carload rate, as well as 
in rate itself between a water point 
and an interior point, but carriers 
should be prepared to justify such 
preference, City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 
376; March 6, p 317. 

Rail Lines May Anticipate. Where 
well-sustained water competition ex- 
ists that takes substantial portion 
of tonnage and could readily pre- 
pare to take it all, if left in undis- 
turbed control of traffic, the rail 
line. without necessarily subjecting 
itself to charges of discriminating 
against other localities. may adjust 
its rates so as to fight for the 
whole tonnage the moment it really 
feels the effect and influence of its 


‘Rates, 


competitor’s rates; it need not wait 
until water line is prepared to take 


half the tonnage. Bulte et al vs 
C & A et al (1123); same vs same 
(1129), 15 I C C Rep, 351; Feb. 27. 
p 289. 


COMPANY MATERIAL 


Misrouting: A shipment of company 
material consigned to private party 
was delivered to initial carrier with 
imstructions to route through a par- 
ticular junction from which connect- 
ing carrier—owner of property—might 
have hauled material to destination 
free, but initial carrier disregarded in- 
structions and moved shipment to its 
destination over its own lines, the 
rates over the two routes being the 
same. Notwithstanding that’ initial 
carrier was not chargeable with notice 
that it was company material: Held, 
That initial carrier was liable because. 
exercising its right under Rule 70 of 
15-A, to dictate intermediate rout- 
ing, it must make its election at 
time. it accepts shipment; if it ac- 
cepts shipment with specific instruc- 
tions, it must so move traffic or 
bear damages arising from its depar- 
ture from instructions (Conf Rul); 
March 6, 343. 


COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE IN- 
= COMMERCE COMMIS- 


_The following list covers the prin- 
cipal complaints filed with the Inter- 
state: Commerce Commission that were 
reported in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for 
the six months covered by this index. 
This list includes, however, only cases 
still pending at the date of issue. 
Where a complaint has been filed and 
the case decided within the first six 
months of this year, the complaint it- 
self is not listed herein but is treated 
fully under the head of “‘Decisions.”’ 
In addition to not showing such com- 
plaints in this section, a few others 





have been dropped in instances where | 


a large number of suits have been 
instituted by the same complainant. all 
of which involve precisely the same 


principal. However, in such cases, a 
sufficient number of complaints have 
been included in the present list to 


indicate the scope of the complainant’s 
contentions. 


Complaints - Allen 9 


Acme Cement Plaster Co of St. Louis, 
Mo., vs Ill Cent (2178). Alleges un- 
reasonable rates on wall plaster pri- 
or to Dec. 19, 1906, from St. Louis, 
Mo., to Paducah, Ky.; March 6, p 
346. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of St. Louis, 


Mo., vs C RI & P and Mo Pac 
(2212). Alleges unreasonable carload 


minimum on wall plaster from Mar- 


low, Okla., to Kansas City, Mo.; 
March 20, p 439. 
Acme Cement Plaster Co of St. Louis, 


Mo., vs Ala & Vicks Ry et al (2213). 
Alleges carriers refuse to transport 
L C L shipments, particularly ship- 
ments of bags, which are not marked 
in separate bundles; that if: mark or 
tag upon such bundles, or any por- 
tion of them, should become lost, 
that portion is withheld from de- 
livery, and only portion marked will 
be delivered; March 20, p 439. 3 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of St. Louis, 
Mo., vs CRI & P et al (2221). Al- 
leges rate on plaster from Marlow, 
Okla., to Amsterdam, N. Y., should 
not exceed 26% cents; March 20, p 
439. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of St, Louis, 
Mo., vs Grand R & I et al (2318). 
Alleges 18% cents to be proper rate 
on bulk crushed gypsum work in 
eases from Grand Rapids, Mich., to 
Copenhagen, Tenn.; April 24, p 591. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of Ill vs C 
M & St P et al (2371). Alleges un- 
reasonable rate on plaster from Rap- 
id City to Okaton, S. D., as part of 
through rate from Laramie, Wyo.; 
May 1, p 615. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of Ill vs C 
RI & P et al (2393). Rates on wall 
plaster from Marlow, Okla., to Perth 
Amboy, N. J.; alleges that proper rate 
is 29%, cents; May 1, p 615. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co of Ill vs C 
RI&P et al (2408). Shipping points 


and substance and commodities of 
this complaint same as above; May 
1, p 615. 


Acme Cement Plaster Co of IIil, offices 
St. Louis. Mo., vs C RI & P et al 
(2478-2479). Rates on wall plaster 
from Marlaw, Okla., to Perth Am- 


boy, N. J., and Marlow to Phoebus, 
Va., should be, it is alleged, 29% 
cents and 26% cents respectively; 
May 22, p 740. 


Acme Cement Plaster Co of Ill, offices 


East St. Louis, Ill., and St. Louis, 
Mo., vs C & N W and Union Pac 
(2544). Alleges that rates are ex- 


cessive on wall plaster from Norfolk 
and Fremont Neb., to Fairfax, Bone- 
steel, St. Charles, Herrick, Burke, 
Gregory and Dallas, S. D., and that 
proper rates should be as follows: 
From Fremont to Burke, Gregory and 


Dallas, 10 cents; from Norfolk Neb., 
to Fairfax, Bonesteel, Herrick, Burke, 
Gregory and Dallas, 7% cents per 
100 pounds; from Norfolk, Neb., to 
Creighton, Neb., 5 cents; Verdigris, 
Niobrara and Verdel, Neb., 6 cents; 
Monowi, Lynch and Bristow, Neb.. 
7 cents; Spencer and Anoka, Neb., 


7% cents; June 12, p 821. 

Acme Cement Co vs Union Pac et al 
(2632-2633). Alleges that 30 cents 
per 100 pounds is proper rate on ce- 
ment plaster from Laramie, Wyo., 
to Sheridan, Wyo., as against 38 
cents per 100 pounds, as charged by 
defendants June 26, p 877 


7&tna Powder Co of Chicago, Ill., vs 
C M'& St P (2502). Alleges rate of 
86 cents on shipment of 5.720 pounds 
of powder from Chicago, Ill., to Green 
Bay. Wis., to be excessive and that 
438 cents is proper rate; that carrier 


charged 89 cents per 100 pounds 
freight on same commodity in car- 
loads from Chicago, Ill., to Shulls- 


burg, Wis., and that proper rate is 
44% cents; that on carload shipments 
from Chicago to Platteville, Wis., 
carriers demanded $1 per 100 pounds 
freight, whereas proper rate is 50 
eents per 100 pounds May 29, p 773. 


Allen & Higgins Lumber Co of San 
Francisco. Cal., vs Sou Pac et al 
(2226, 2227, 2228, 2229, 2230 and 2231). 
Alleges that rate of 85 cents on lum- 
ber from New Orleans, La., Helena, 


Big Bay and Portland, Ark., to San 
Francisco, Cal., is unreasonable; 
that reasonable rate would be 75 


cents March 27, p 460. 


Allen & Higgins* Lumber 
Francisco, Cal., 
(2232, 2233, 2234, 


Co of San 
vs Sou Pac et al 
2235, 2236). Alleges 
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Memphis to Denver, Colo., Des 
Moines, Ia., Garden City, Kan., are 
from 20 per cent to 100 per cent in 
excess of rates paid by competitors 
of complainants; also rate on cotton 
linters should not exceed 75 per cent 
of the rate on cotton. Complainants 
pray that defendants be required to 
establish rates from Oklahoma points 
on oil to Kansas City of 20 cents per 
100 pounds; St. Louis, 25 cents; Chi- 
cago, 30 cents; Louisville, 30 cents; 
South Omaha, 23 cents; New Orleans, 
30 cents; Cincinnati and Ivorydale, 
24 cents; Galveston, 25 cents; Dal- 
las, Fort Worth, Greenville and Sher- 
man, Tex., 10 cents. Complainants 
propose’ certain refining-in-transit 
rates and stop-over privileges, etc., 
at specified points, and a reduction 
on meal and cake ranging from two 
cents to five cents; May 22, p 740. 


Anderson, Clayton & Co et alvs C R 


I & P et al (2089). Alleges that the 
present practices of the defendant 
carriers in matter of charges for 
compression of cotton are unreason- 
able and unjust; Feb. 6, p 172. 


Anderson, Clayton & Co of Oklahoma 


City, Okla., vs St L & S F (2224). 
Alleges that during February and 
March, 1907, it shipped from Lawton, 
Okla., to Chickasha, Okla., for con- 
centration 125 bales of cotton, at rate 
of $1.50 per bale; that on April 10, 
1907, it ordered 100 bales shipped 
from Chickasha, Okla., to Galveston, 
Tex., also 25 bales to Havre, France; 
that as usual it filed a claim with 
defendant carrier for $187.50, the dif- 
ference in the rates into the com- 
press point, locally and final desti- 
nation as per tariffs authorizing the 
custom, which claim vas refused, 
and the amount of which Commis- 
sion is prayed to order refunded; 
March 27, p 460. 


Armour Car Lines of Chicago, Ill., vs 


Sou Pac Co (2087). Allege that be- 
tween April 1, 1907, and Aug. 4, 1907, 
it shipped large quantities of ice, C 
L, from Los Angeles, Cal., to Yuma, 
Ariz., at rate $3.00 per net ton; that 
rate should not have exceeded $1.90 
per net ton; Feb. 6, p 172. 

Armour Car Lines of New Jersey (of- 
fice Chicago, Ill.) vs St L & S F and 
CB & Q (2403). Alleges it was 
charged excessive rate of 16 cents on 
ice from Armour, Mo., to Willow 
Springs, Mo.; that local rates in and 
out of Kansas City give combination 
rate of 10 cents; that defendants sub- 
sequently reduced rate from 16 to 10 
cents; Mav 1, p 615. 

Asparagus Growers’ Ass’n of Charles- 
ton County, S. C.. vs A C L et al 
(2044). Alleges rates on asparagus, 
C L, from Charleston, S. C., to east- 
ern cities are unreasonable and un- 
just, and that for two seasons past 
defendants have refused to furnish 
refrigerators on L C L shipments; 
Jan. 23, p 98. 

Astoria Chamber of Commerce of 
Astoria, Ore., vs Gt Nor et al (2562). 
Alleges that present rates .charged 
by railroads operating in Idaho, east- 
ern Washington and eastern Oregon, 
to Astoria and mouth of Columbia 
River are unreasonable and exces- 
sive, and especially so on grain and 
grain products, stock, fruit, vegeta- 
bles and farm products; that defend- 
ant’s freight rates are advantageous 
to Puget Sound points, and Portlaud, 
Tacoma, Seattle, Everett, Bellingham 
and Sumas, etc., but discriminate 
against Astoria and mouth of Co- 
lumbia River; June 12, p 822. 

Arizona Brewing Co of Prescott, Ariz., 
vs CM & St P et al (2496). Alleges 
that the freight rate of $1.43 per 100 
lbs. on malt in carloads, from Mil- 
waukee, Wis., to Prescott, Ariz., is 
unjust and excessive, and claims that 
65 cents per 100 Ibs. is a just and rea- 
sonable charge; May 29, p 773. 

Arizona Brewing Co of Prescott, Ariz., 
vs C & N W et al (2538). Alleges 
that prior to May, 1907, AT &S F 
published I C C 3945, and named 
therein as rate on malt in carloads, 
from Manitowoc and Milwaukee, 
Wis., to Prescott, Ariz., $1.43 per 
100 Ibs., as against 65 cents per 100 
Ibs., from same points (also from 
Cragin and Chicago, Ill.) to Los An- 
geles and San Francisco, Cal., and 
other terminal points in California; 
that distance from these latter points 

to Les Angeles is 495 miles greater 
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than to Prescott, Ariz., and 798 miles 
greater to San Francisco than to said 
Prescott; that defendants pretend 
that the said rate of 65 cents to 
Pacific coast terminal points is made 
because of water competition; com- 
plainant claims that 65 cents per 100 
lbs. is proper rate; June 12, p 821. 
3aer Bros. Mercantile Co., The, of 
Leadville, Colo., vs Mo Pac (2010). 
Alleges unreasonable advance of two 
cents on rates on beer from St. 
Louis, Mo., to Leadville, Colo.; Jan. 
16, p 2, Tariff Sec. 


Baker, J. E., of York, Pa., vs B & O 


et al (2525). Alleges rates are exces- 
sive on lime and ground limestone 
from Bunker Hill and Martinsburg, 
W. Va., to points on B & O and 
Cumb. V., etc... in West Virginia, 
Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, etc.; 
June 5, p 798. 


Bare Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac Co et al (2033). Allege that 
on Feb. 23, 1907, they shipped from 
Indianapolis, Ind., to San Francisco, 
Cal., a car of chairs, at minimum 
weight of 20,000 pounds, which ship- 
ment weighed only 14,200 pounds; 
Jan. 23, p 98. 


Barnum, E. T., Iron Works of Detroit, 


Mich., vs C CC & St L et al (2529). 
Alleges it has been charged freight 
on 36,000: pounds of iron fencing from 
srighton, O., to Tombstone, Ariz., 

November 17, 1908, whereas charge 
should have been based on minimum 
—— of 30,000 pounds; June 5, p 

3ascom Co., F. H., of Las Cruces, N. 
M., vs A T & S F (2089).. Alleges 
unreasonable rate on barbed wire, 
wire nails, wire staples and wire 
fencing from El] Paso, Tex., to Las 
Cruces, N. M.; Jan. 23, p 98. 

of Prairie 
Switch, Ind., vs Wabash et al (2214). 
Alleges that rates on acid phosphate 
and phosphate rock from Buffalo, N. 
Y., to Prairie Switch, Ind., and from 
other producing points, are unreason- 
able and unjust when compared with 
the rates in effect to other fertilizer 
oe equidistant; March 20, 
p 9. 

Beaumont & Gt Norvs A T & §S F et 
al (1984). Alleges that defendant 
earriers have had in effect tariff pro- 
viding for reasonable rates on lum- 
ber in carloads, from stations on its 
lines to stations on lines of defend- 
ant carriers; that equitable divisions 
were arranged and business moved 
on basis of such rates and percent- 
ages; that effective November 28, 
1908, defendant carriers withdrew this 
arrangement:and provided in a sup- 
plement that all rates from Beau- 
mont & Gt Nor were canceled and 
that there were no through rates in 
effect, and have since refused to re- 
store the joint through rates. The 
Commission is prayed to order de- 
fendant carriers to restore joint 
rates; Jan. 16, p 2. Tariff Sec. 

Beecher & Barr of Pottsville, Pa., vs 
C & O et al (2245). Allege that on 
March 26, 1907, they shipped 46 pieces 
of piling from Providence Forge, 
Va., to Buffalo, N. Y., at rate of 19 
cents; that the weight shown in bill 
of lading was 85,000 pounds, but at 
destination weight was increased to 
140,900 pounds, which is unreason- 
able and unjust, as the average 
weight of such piling is 1,829 pounds, 
and at this estimated weight, weight 
of 46 pieces would approximate 84,157 
pounds; March 27, p 460. 

Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 
Mo., vs La Ry & Nav Co (2205). Al- 
leges that on Nov. 9. 1907, it shipped 
a car of lumber, C L, from Atlanta, 
La., for reconsignment at Thebes, 
Ill., to Cypress, Ill.; that the routing 
instructions were disregarded and an 
overcharge of $50.98 accrued, in 
which sum _ reparation is claimed; 
March 13, p 384. 

Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 
Mo., vs La R & N Co et al (2249). 
Alleges that on October 31, 1907, it 
shipped a car of lumber from Atlan- 
ta, La., to Cypress, Ill., but recon- 
signed it to Detroit, Mich.; that rate 
should not have exceeded 30 cents, 
but an overcharge of $113.82 accrued 
for which reparation is claimed; 
April 3, p 483. 

Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 

Mo., vs La R & N Co and CRI & 

P (2250). Alleges that on September 
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4, 1907, it shipped from Atlanta, La., 
a car of lumber to Kansas City, Mo.; 
that car was originally consigned to 
Horton, Kan., at rate of 23 cents, but 
was reconsigned to Kansas City, Mo., 
and through rate of 17 cents per 100 
pounds should have been applied; 
April 3, p 483. 


Beekman Lumber Co of Kansas City, 


Mo., vs St L & S F et al (2547). Al- 
leges that it shipped-from Danville, 
Ark., one car of oak lumber, con- 
signed to Woodruff, Mo.; that said 
lumber was sold to Chicago Great 
Western for its own use, Oelwein, 
Ia.; that contract with the Chicago 
Great Western was for Kansas City 
delivery, and that St L & S F tariff 
I C C No 3456 quoted a rate of 17 
cents from Danville, Ark., to St. 


Joseph, Mo. (Woodruff, Mo., being 
intermediate.) Woodruff not being 
specifically named in _ the _§ tariff, 


freight was assessed on the sum of 
the locals; June 12, p 821. 


Berthold & Jennings of St. Louis, Mo., 


vs M & O and Wabash (2170). Al- 
leges that on Aug. 2, 1907, complain- 
ants shipped car of yellow pine -lum- 
ber from Brent, Ala., to Cairo, IIl.; 
that shipment was reconsigned to 
Des Moines, Ia., at rate of 25 cents 
through, which is unreasonable and 
unjust; that other shipments were 
made to Des Moines from other 
points at rates which were unrea- 
sonable; Feb. 27, p 300. 


Berthold & Jennings of St. Louis, Mo., 


vs M & O et al (2406). AnHege that 
about March 30, 1907, it shipped from 
Harmon’s Siding, Ala., to Hamilton, 
Ont., carload of yellow pine, weight 
65,900 pounds, paying excessive 
freight charges of 31.87 cents per 100 
pounds; that the only routing re- 
quested by complainants was via 
Mich Cent and T H & B; the M & 
O without authority routed this ship- 
ment via Cairo and East St, Louis 
instead of via Cincinnati; that at 
time shipment moved the M & O did 
not publish a through rate on yellow 
pine lumber from Harmons Siding, 
Ala., to Hamilton, Ont., and there- 
fore should have protected the low- 
est combination of local rates, viz., 
21 cents to Cincinnati and 10 cents 
from wo to destination; May 
1, p 615. 


Black Rock Manufacturers’ Association 


of Black Rock, N. Y., vs P R and N 
YC & HR (2015). Alleges unreason- 
able rates on coal and coke, carload, 
from mines and ovens in the Pitts- 
burg district to Buffalo, N. Y.; Jan. 
16, p 2, Tariff Sec. 

Blake, Moffet & Towne of Los Angeles, 
Cal, vs CM & St PandARE&S 
F (2017). Alleges that on Aug. 21, 
1906, and March 30, 1907, complain- 
ants shipped two cars of paper from 
Munising, Mich., to Los Angeles, 
Cal., at rate of 80 cents, which is 
unreasonable and unjust, as _ rate 
should not have exceeded 75 cents; 
Jan, 16, p 2, Tariff Sec. 


Blocker-Miller Co of Honey Grove, 
Tex., vs Tex & Pac and El Paso & 
S W System (2172). Alleges that 
during August, September and No- 
vember, 1907, complainant shipped 67 
cars of oak railroad ties from sta- 
tions on Texas & Pacific, from Tex- 
arkana, Tex., to Clarksville, Tex., in- 
clusive, consigned to the El Paso & 
S W System at Douglas, Ariz.; that 
rate charged was 25 cents per 100 
Ibs., which rate was unreasonable 
and unjust; that reasonable rate 
should have been 18 cents per. 100 
Ibs.; March 6, p 446. 


Blodgett Milling Co of Janesville, Wis., 
vs CM & St P and Mich Cent (2485). 
Alleges rate of.21% cents on buck- 
wheat from Gobles, Mich., to Janes- 
ville, Wis., was unreasonable and that 
proper rate should have been 14 
cents; May 22, p 740. 

Blue Lick Springs Co, The, of Carlisle 
and Blue Lick Springs, Ky., vs L & 
N_ (2187). Alleges that rates on 
empty glass bottles in cases, L C L 
from Cincinnati, Ohio, to Carlisle 
Ky., should not exceed 21 cents; 
March 13, p 384. 

Blum, L. W., Lumber Co, The, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., vs Sou Pac. et al 
(2145). Alleges that on Jan, 29, 1909, 
it shipped from San Pedro, Cal., to 
Charleston, Ariz., a car of rough 

mine timber at rate of $8.10 per net 







































































































































































Boston & Montana Consolidated Cop- 
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ton; that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded $4.25; Feb. 20, p 270. 

Boise Commercial Club of Boise, Ida., 
vs Adams Express Co et al (2016). 
Alleges that charges exacted by de- 
fendant express companies from New 
York, N. Y., to Boise, Ida., are un- 
reasonable and unjust, when com- 
pared with the charges to Reno, 
Nev., and Portland, Wash.; Jan. 16, 
p 2, Tariff Sec. 

Boston & Montana Consolidated Cop- 
per & Silver Mining Co of Montana 
vs P R et al (2383). Alleges that the 
proper rate on coke for all purposes 
from Pennsylvania mines to Chicago 
and South Chicago, Ill., should be 
$2.35 per net ton; May 1, p 615. 


Boston & Montana Consolidated Cop- 


per & Silver Mining Co of Montana 
vs P & L E et al (2384). Charges on 
coke from Pennsylvania mines to 
Chicago and South Chicago, Ill. Al- 
leges that defendants charged $2.65 
per net ton for hauling coke from 
and to above points, and maintain 
that any rate above $2.35 per net ton 
is excessive and unjust; May 1, p 
615. 


per & Silver Mining Co of Montana 
vs B & O (2385). Substance of com- 
plaint same as No. 2384; May 1, PDP 
615. 

Breuner, John, Co of San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac Co et al (2201). Al- 
leges that actual weights should 
have been assessed on shipments of 
furniture from Syracuse, N. Y., to 
San Francisco, Cal., in lieu of mini- 





mum weight as charged; March 13, 
p 384, 


Breuner, John, & Co of San Francisco, 


Cal., vs Sou Pac Co et al (2412). Al- 
leges that minimum weight assessed 
on carload of furniture from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to San _ Francisco, 
Cal., exceeded actual weight; May 1, 


615. 

Cady. H. L., Lumber Co of Omaha, 
Neb., vs Nor Pac et al (2078). Al- 
leges that between January, 1902, 
and June, 1907, complainant shipped 
8,900,000 Ibs. of lumber to -: points 
reached via Mo Pac, Texas & Pac, 
and St L I M & §S, and was com- 
pelled to pay 5 cents per 100 lbs. over 
the then prevailing rates; Feb 6, p 
172. 

California Commercial Association of 
San Francisco, Cal., vs Wells, Fargo 
& Co (1958). Alleges that defend- 
ant has in effect a rule reading: ‘‘Be- 
tween points where the rate per 100 
Ibs. is $1.50 or more, the aggregating 
of two or more packages of 20 Ibs. 
each or of less than 2v Ibs. each if 
estimated at 20 lbs. each will be al- 
lowed when forwarded from the same 
point, on the same date, to one con- 
signee, whether from one or more 
shippers;’’ that defendant carrier has 
refused to allow complainants’ mem- 
bers to make use of this rule in con- 
nection with their shipments from 
New York, N. Y., to San Francisco, 
Cal.; Jan. 2, p 2, Tariff Sec. 
California Fruit Growers’ Exchange of 
Los Angeles, Cal., vs Santa Fe Re- 
frigerator Desp Co and A T&S F 
(2453). Alleges that during May, 
June and July, 1907, complainant 
shipped from Los Angeles, Cal., 161 
cars of citrus fruits to various inter- 


state points, said fruit having been | 
precooled in icing houses in Los An- | 


geles immediately before loading, and 


were not required to be, nor were | 


they, re-iced, after loading, until said 
ears reached San Bernardino, Cal.; 
that defendants collected from pcti- 
tioner charges for icing cars before 
loading at rate of $15 per car on 160 
of said cars and $14 on another of 


said cars, in addition to full refriger- | 


ation charges thereon, named in I C 
C 3748, which regular refrigeration 
charge under said tariff includes first 
initial icing at oneof defendants’ reg- 
ular icing stations; that the rule jn 
said tariff has been misapplied by 
defendants and was not intended to 
cover this situation; May 22, p 740. 
Canadian Valley Grain Co of Calvin, 
Okla., vs C RI & P and K C Sou 
(2443). Alleges that it was charged 
23 cents per 100 pounds on shipments 
of snap corn from Calvin, Okla., to 
Wilton and De Queen, Ark., whereas 
proper rate should have been 19 
cents; May 15, p 682. 
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Cananea Consolidated Copper Co of 
Cananea, Sonora, Mex., vs El Paso 
& S W _ (2381). Alleges there was 
shipped to complainant at Naco, 
Ariz., from Latrobe, Pa., four car- 
loads of coke, carriers assessing 
freight at rate of $10.84 per net ton, 
such rate being on El Paso combina- 
tion, and allowing lines east of Chi- 
cago $2.65 per net ton; that at the 
time of this shipment there was in 
effect a rate of $2.35 per net ton from 
Latrobe, Pa., to Chicago, Ill., on coke. 
Complainant therefore alleges that a 
proper through rate on his shipment 
should not have exceeded $10.54 per 
net ton; April 24, p 591. 


Cananea Consolidated Copper Co of 
Cananea, Mex., vs P R et al (2382). 
Alleges overcharge of 30 cents per 
ton on coke from West Brownsville 
Junction and Scales, Pa., to Cananea, 
Sonora, Mex. Complainant alleges that 
proper rate should have been $10.54 
net ton; May 1, p 615. 

Cananea Consolidated Copper Co of 
Cananea, Mex., vs B & O et al (2392). 
Alleges that proper rate on coke from 
Chieftain and Riverdale, W. Va., to 
Cananea, Mex., should have _ been 
$10.54 per net ton; May 1, p 615. 

Cananea Consolidated Copper Co of 
Cananea, Mex., vs P R et al (2458). 
Principle envolved same as in 2381, 
qd. v.; points of shipment: Latrobe, 
West Brownsville Junction and 
Scales, Pa., to Naco, Ariz.; May 22,. 
p 740. 

Cananea Consolidated Copper Co of 
Cananea, Mex., vs B & O et al (2520, 
2521, 2549,- 2550, 2551, 2552). Alleges 
excessive freight rate of 30 cents per 
net ton on coke in C L to Cananea 
(Sonora), Mex., from Newell Scales, 
Pa., Murray, W. Va., Bradenville, 
Latrobe and East Millsboro, Pa., 
Chiefton, Riverdale, Beechwood and 
Fairmont, W. Va., and other eastern 
ovens; same principle as in 2381, q. 
v.; June 12, p 822. 

Cananea Consolidated Copper Co of 
Cananea, Mex., vs B & O et al (2600). 
Overcharge of 30 cents per net ton 
on coke from eastern ovens. For 
substance of complaint see above; 
June) 26, p 877. 

Cananea Consolidated Copper Co. of 
Cananea, Mex., vs P R R et al (2808). 
Excessive charge of 30 cents per ton 
on coke in carloads from West 
Brownsville Junction and Scales, Pa., 
to Naco, Ariz., alleged. Substance of 
this complaint same as complaint 
No 2381, q. v. May 29, p 773. 

Canton Fertilizer & Chemical Co of 
North Canton, O., vs W & L E et al 
(2286). Alleges excessive rates on 
phosphate rocks from Tennessee 
points to Canton, O. April 10, p 499. 

Canton Fertilizer & Chemical Co of 
North Canton, O., vs Pa Co and L 
& N (2369). Substance of this com- 
plaint same as No 2286 preceding. 
April 24, p 591. 

Canton Fertilizer & Chemical Co of 
North Canton, O., vs B & O et al 
(2435). See complaint preceding. 
May 8, p 645. 

Carstens Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs Ore R R & Nav Co and Nor Pac 
(1977). Alleges complainant shipped 10 
ears of cattle from Baker City, Ore., 
via Wallula, Wash., to Tacoma, 
Wash.; that shipment was routed via 
Wallula to enjoy the benefit of rate 
of $104.40 per car, applicable in lots 
of 10 or more cars; that shipment 
was diverted via Portland, Ore., at 
rate of $9.30 per car over the rate 
via Wallula; that on this account 
feeding charges to the extent of 
$302.65 accrued, which is unreason- 
ane and unjust. Jan. 9, p 3, Tariff 

ec. 

Carstens Packing Co of Tacoma, Wash., 
vs Ore S L et al (2029). Alleges un- 
reasonable rate on cattle, C L, from 
Mountain Home. and Glenn’s Ferry, 
a to Tacoma, Wash. Jan. 23, p 


Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co of Den- 
ver, Colo., vs Colo &-Sou et al (2283). 
Complainant alleges that it shi pee 
one car of coal from Greenville ne 
Colo., to Amarillo, Tex., Dec. 10, 
1907, consigned to complainant; that 
about Dec. 11 complainant notified 
the agent of Ft Worth & D C at 
Amarillo, Tex., to inform the Amarillo 
Mill & Elevator Co upon the arrival 
of car, which the said railroad com- 
pany failed to do. Complainant 
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claims unjust demurrage charge wz 
assessed. April 10, p 499. ie 

Chaffin Coal Co of Chicago, I., vs 
Cent Ind Ry et al (2223). Complainant 
alleges that on Aug. 9, 1906, and Aug 
17, 1906, it shipped two cars of coal. 
from Brazil, Ind., to Humboldt, [1]. 
at rate of $1.82 per ton; that’ this 
rate is unreasonable and unjust, as 
combination on Mattoon, Ill., makes a 
rate of $1.15. March 27, p 460. 


Chappelle, Pat., of Jacksonville, Fla., 
vs L & N (2548). Alleges that he is 
the owner of a certain theatrical 
company; that he also owns two 
coaches which are used for transport- 
ing troupe, scenery and paraphernalia, 
such coaches being similar in all re- 
spects to ordinary passenger coaches, 
and that defendant has refused to 
move his cars as part of its usual 
passenger trains, and that defendant 
will only move said cars as a part of 
its freight train service, on ground 
that as petitioner gave out-of-door 
performances, paraphernalia, such as 
canvas, poles and seats necessary for 
use, could not be transported as a 
part of its passenger service. June 
12, p 821. 

Chatfield Mfg Co of Carthage, O., vs 
L&N Ret al (2592). Alleges freight 
charges on tarred roofing paper, from 
Carthage, O., to Nashville, Tenn., 
should not have exceeded 12% cents. 
June 19, p 848. 

Chicago Lumber & Coal Co (The) of 
Des Moines, Ta., et al vs Lester & 
Onanhita Valley et al (2147). Alleges 
that while advanced rates on lumber, 
from mills in Arkansas and Louisiana 
to western points, effective April 15, 
1903, were declared unreasonable and 
unjust, rates in effect prior to that 
date were unreasonable and unjust. 
Feb. 20, p 270. 

Cincinnati & Columbus Traction Co of 
Ohio vs B & O et al (2062). Alleges 
that complainant cannot handle 
through traffic because of the want of 
connection and through rate with the 
Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern, Nor- 
folk & Western and Cincinnati, Leb- 
anon & Northern; that defendant 
companies have removed switch con- 
nection at Hillsboro, Richards and 
Norwood, O., for purpose of prevent- 
ing complainant from making through 
rates. Jan. 30, p 146. 

C K & N Coal Co of Denver, Colo., vs 
Colo & Sou et al (2454). Alleges that 
reconsignment charges on coal are un- 
just and unreasonable as applied to 
shipments from Round Oak Mine, 
Colo., to ‘Washington, Tex. (destina- 
tion afterward changed to Harrold, 
Tex.), freight thereon having been 
paid at the rate of $3.60 per ton; that 
later complainant was compelled to 
pay an additional $29.40 for purpose 
of protecting local rate of $3.25 per 
ton from Round Oak, Colo., to Wash- 
ington, Tex., plus rate of $1.30 per 
ton from Washington, Tex., to Har- 
rold, Tex., making combination rate 
of $4.55 per ton from Round Oak to 
Harrold; that such charge was un- 
just and unreasonable when applied 
to a through shipment, and _ that 
charges should have been $3.60 per 
ton, plus a reconsignment charge of 
$2 at Washington, Tex. May 22, PD 
741. 

Clarke, W. W., & Son, of Baltimore, 
Md.. vs P R R et al (2594). Alleges 
that defendants have assessed the 
unreasonable charge of 17 cents per 
100 pounds for moving a carload of 
sewer pipe from Bay View Junction, 
Md.. to Waverly Siding, Md. (in the 
Baltimore, Md., switching limits); 
that defendants should have delivered 
the shipment to Waverly Siding at 
12-cent rate. June 19, p 848. 

Clemons, C. C., Produce Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs C M & St P and StL 
& S F (2585). Complainant alleges 
that it has been charged 45 cents on 
a shipment of potatoes from Birming- 
ham, Mo., to Enid, Okla., and that 
er rate is 35 cents. June 19, P 


Clemens, Horst Co of N. J. (office, San 
Francisco, Cal.) vs Sou Pac et al 
(2561). Alleges that it shipped from 
Port Costa, Cal., to Milwaukee, Wis., 
three carloads of barley; that through 
rate from and to above points is 50 
cents per 100 pounds; that barley 
was first transported to Sacramento, 
Cal., for sampling and inspection; 
that defendants have ¢harged 7 cents 
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per 100 pounds freight for moving the 
barley from Port Costa to Sacra- 
mento. June 12, p 821. 


Clinton Bridge & Iron Works of Clin- 


ton, Ia.. vs C M & St P (2317)... Com- 
plainant alleges that it shipped car 
of iron bridge material at 18 cents 
from Clinton, Ia., to West Salem, 
Wis.; that proper rate is 14 cents. 
April 17, p 543. 


Coast Carriage Co of Oakland, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2092). Complainant 
alleges that on July 22 and Aug. 20, 
1907, it shipped two cars of buggies 
from Burlington, Ia., to Oakland, Cal., 
at weights of 20,000 pounds each, that 
the aétual weights of these cars ag- 
gregated . 37,280 pounds; reparation 
claimed of $43.52. Feb. 6, p 172. 


ridian, Miss., vs M & O et al (2021). 


Alleges complainant shipped a car of | 


lumber from Bodga, Miss., to Cincin- 
nati, O., at rate of 24.6 cents; that 
correct rate should have been 21 
cents. Jan. 16, p 3, Tariff Sec. 


Continental Lumber & Tie Co of Hous- 


ton, Tex., vs Tex & Pac et al (2140). 
Alleges unreasonable rates on oak ties 
from Douglas, Ariz., to El Paso, Tex. 
Feb. 20, p 270. 


Cook, A. F., & Co., Chicago, Ill, vs | 


P R R et al (2472). Alleges over- 
charge of 30 cents per ton on coke 


in carload from ovens in Connellsville | 


district of Pennsylvania to Chicago, 


Lumber Co of Me- | 





South Chicago, Indiana Harbor and | 


Joliet. (See Cananea Consolidated 
Copper Co complaints for principle | 
involved.) June 12, p 821, 


Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co | 


of Bisbee, Ariz..vsMLa & TexRR& 
S S Co et al (2215). Complainant 
alleges that on June 4, 1907, it shipped 
a car of rice from New Orleans, La., 
to Bisbee, Ariz., at rate of $1.80 per 
100 pounds; that at the time of ship- 
ment the combination rate was $1.63, 
based on 55 cents to El Paso, Tex., 
and $1.08 beyond; that this rate 
should have been applied on the ship- 
ment in question. March 20, p 439. 
Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co 
(The) of Douglas, Ariz., vs B& OS 
W et al (2222). Complainant alleges 
that it shipped on April 20, 1907, a 


car of railroad frogs from East Nor- | 


wood, O., to Douglas, Ariz., at rate 
of $1.87; that rate is unreasonable 
and unjust, as combination on El 
Paso, Tex., makes rate of 41 cents 
per 100 pounds, which rate should 
have been applied. March 20, p 439. 
Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co 
of Bisbee, Ariz., vs L & N et al 
(2490). Alleges that rate of $1.765 on 
cast-iron pipe and fittings from An- 
niston, Ala., to Bisbee, Ariz., is ex- 
cessive and unjust; that the proper 


rate should be 83.7 cents. May 29, p 
773. 

Corporation Commission of the State of 
Oklahoma, representing Robinson, 


Crawford, Fuller Lumber Co of Dun- 
can, Okla., vs C RI & P et al (2174). 
Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates 
on lumber from Beckville, Tex., to 
Duncan and Comanche, Okla. March 
6, p 346. 

Crane Bros. of Toledo, O., vs C H & 
D et al (2084). Alleges overcharge 
on shipments of manure from Chi- 
cage, Ill., to Toledo, O. Feb. 6, p 
172. 

Cressey, Fred L. (representing J. H. 
Cressey & Co.), of Boston. Mass., 
vs N Y NH & H et al (2405). Al- 


leges misrouting of car of feed; as- 
because of 


car and 
failure to change destination of ship- 


sessment of demurrage 
unnecessary detention of 


ment as ordered. May 1, p 615. 


Crookston Lumber Co of Minnesota vs 
Complainant 
1908, it 
shipped one car of pine lumber from 
Bemidji, Minn., to South Bend, Ind., 
paying rate of 24 cents; that 22 cents 


LS &M S&S et al (2352). 


alleges that on April .17, 


is the proper rate. April 24, p 591. 


Crosby & Meyers of 201 S. Water: St., 
Chicago, Ill., vs CC C & St L et al 





(2588). Alleges that complainants were 
compelled to pay drayage charge of 
$10.18 at Louisville, Ky., on carload 


of cheese shipped from Kewaunee, 


Wis., June, 1906, owing to refusal of 
defendants to switch car to the Mer- 
chants’ Ice & Cold Storage Co’s ware- 
house at’ Louisville, as specified in 


the shipping receipt. 


June 19, p 848. 


Crowall & Spencer Lumber Co of Long 
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Leaf, La., vs Tex & Pac and Red 
River & Gulf (2447). Complainant 
alleges that it paid the excessive rate 
of 69 cents on shipment of car wheels 
and axles from Marshall, Tex., to 
Holdup, La.; that the proper rate 
should have been 24 cents. May 15, 
p 682. 


Custodis, Alphons, Chimney Construc- 


tion Co of New York, N. Y., vs Van- 
dalia and Minn & St L (1951). Al- 
leges unreasonable rate on stack 
brick, C L, from Brazil, Ind., to Min- 
nesota Transfer -and Minneapolis, 
Minn. Jan. 2, p 2,-'Tariff Sec. 


Davenport Pearl Button Co of Daven- 


port, Ia., vs © B & Q and Vandalia 
(2517). Alleges it has been charged 
17 cents per 100 pounds freight on 
mussel shells from Terre Haute, Ind., 
to Davenport, Ia., whereas former 
rate was, and present rate is, 15 


cents per 100 pounds. June 5, p 
798. 


Darbyshire & Evans of El Paso, Tex., vs 


El Paso & S W System (1981). Als 
leges that rate on hay, from Denning, 
N. M., to Bisbee, Ariz., of 30 cents, 
is unreasonable and unjust; that rea- 
sonable rate should not exceed $2.2 
per net ton. Jan. 9, p 2, Tariff Sec. 


Darbyshire & Evans of El Paso, Tex., 


vs El Paso & S W Co (2090). Al- 
leges that the rates on hay, from El 
Paso, Tex., to points in Arizona are 
unreasonable and unjust, and Com- 
mission is prayed to order defend- 
ants to establish reasonable _ rates. 
Feb. 6, p 172. 


De Pary, Frederick, & Co of New York 


City vs M La & Tex R R & S S Co 
et al (2397). Alleges violation of 
routing instructions on shipment of 
champagne from Antwerp, Belgium, 
from New Orleans, La., to Seattle, 
Wash. May 1, p 616. 


Deeves Lumber Co of Illinois vs C & N 


W (2409). Alleges overcharge on 
switching on carload of lumber from 
Beaudette, Mnn., to Chicago, Ill., re- 


consigned in transit at Elgin, Ill. 
May 1, p 616. 
Delray Salt Co of Detroit, Mich., vs 


Wabash et al (2216). Alleges that 
rates established on salt from produc- 
ing points in Indiana, Michigan, New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia to western points, to take 
effect March 1, are unreasonable and 
unjust, and the Commission is prayed 
to so declare them and to order de- 
fendant carriers to restore’ rates 
or in effect. March 20, p 


Delray Salt Co of Detroit, Mich. vs P 
R R and Mich Cent (2204). Alleges 
that rate on salt, of 11 cents,’ from 
Cuylerville, N. Y., to Detroit, Mich., 
is unreasonable and unjust when com- 
pared with the rate from Cuylerville, 
N. Y., to Chicago, Ill., of 10 cents, and 
Commission is prayed to establish a 
reasonable rate. March 13, p 384. 


Delray Salt Co of Detroit, Mich., vs 
Mich Cent et al (2487). Alleges that 
rates on salt from Michigan points to 
eastern points are excessive, and re- 
quests that rate of not more than 
13% cents per 100 pounds on salt, in 
carloads, be placed in effect from De- 
troit, Mich., to New York City, with 
corresponding rates to other eastern 
and seaboard points. May 22, p 
741. 

Detroit Chemical Co of Detroit, Mich.. 
vs Pere M et al (2563). Alleges that 
it has been charged rate of 29 cents 
per 100 pounds on shipments of acid 
from Detroit, Mich., to Dollar Bay, 
Mich., and that proper rate should 
have been 26% cents per 100 pounds. 
June 12, p 822 

Dierks Lumber & Coal Co of Neb vs 
K C Sou (2613). Alleges that by 
reason of defendant misrouting a ear- 
load of yellow pine lumber for Scran- 
ton. Pa., complainant has been sub- 
jected to an overcharge of $58.37. 
June 29. Tt. 

Dixie Salt Works of Mason, Mason 
County, W. Va. vs B & O et al 
(2503). Alleges that rate on salt 
from Mason City and Hartford, W. 
Va., to Lynchburg and Roanoke, Va., 
for beyond, is to be raised by the 
defendants from 8 to 12 cents, effect- 
ive May 15, and alleges that any rate 
above 8 cents is excessive. May 29, 
p 773. 

Dodds Lumber Co, The. of Omaha, Neb., 
vs C RI & P (2165). Alleges that 
rate on cypress lumber, from Little 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. L., 


Edwards, E. L.. 
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Rock, Ark., to Council Bluffs, Ia., in 
effect prior to May 1, 1908, was 23 
cents per 100 pounds; that this rate 
was unreasonable and unjust, as rate 
of 19 cents per 100 pounds was made 
effective on May 1, 1908. Feb. 27, p 
300. 


Dominion Line of Great Britain & Ire- 


land (offices Portland, Me.), vs B & 
M et al (2387). Alleges overcharge 
on shipment of damaged wheat from 
Portland, Me., to Weehawken, N. J., 
and claims that any rate to be rea- 
sonable must be below 18 cents per 
100 pounds. May 1, p 616. 

Powder Co 
of N J (works at Montchanin, Del.), 
vs P R R, Pa Co and P & R (2535). 
Alleges that defendants have refused 
or neglected to voluntarily establish 
through routes and joint rates on 
powder from Montchanin, Del., to 
points on the roads of the P R R 
and Pa Co in states of Pennsylvania 


and Ohio, and that no _ satisfactory 
or reasonable through route exists 
over the defendants’ lines. June 12, 


p 822. 


East St Louis Cotton Oil Co, Inc, of 


East St. Louis, Ill., vs St L & S F 
et al 2048). Complainant alleges 
that during year it purchased large 
quantities of cottonseed at points in 
Missouri, Oklahoma, Tennessee and 
Arkansas and shipped it to East St. 
Louis, Ill., at rates which were un- 
reasonable and unjust; that reason- 
able rates are as shown by exhibits 
attached to complaint, and the Com- 
mission is prayed to declare such 
rates reasonable. Jan. 23, p 99. 

of Dayton, O., vs St 
LS -W. (06, TOs. Baez). Alleges 
that. rates on lumber from southern 
points to western points were 2 cents 
per 100 pounds in excess of the rates 
declared by the Commission as rea- 
sonable. March 13, p 384. 


Eschner, Bernard, of Philadelphia, Pa., 


vs P R R, Pa Co and Pullman Co 
(1963). Complainant alleges that on 
September 26. 1908, and November 
14, 1908, he presented his mileage 
books, C P A and P R R, to the 
Pullman agent at Cleveland, O., and 
to baggage agent at union station, 
Cleveland, O., and was refused sleep- 
ing car accommodation and_trans- 
portation of baggage from Cleveland. 
O., to Philadelphia, Pa.; that persons 
traveling on tickets other than com- 
mutation tickets are given undue 
preference, which is unreasonable and 
unjust. Jan. 9, p 2, Tariff Sec. : 

Farmers’ Co-operative and Educational 
Union of Idaho, Eastern Washington 
and Bastern Oregon vs Gt Nor et al 
(2288). Alleges that rates from 
Idaho, eastern Washington and east- 
ern Oregon to Astoria, Ore., are 
unreasonable and excessive on grain 
and grain products, also on_ stock, 
fruit, vegetables and farm products: 
that rates are unduly preferential in 
favor of and advantageous to Puget 
Sound points and Portland, and 
against the locality of Astoria and 
the mouth of the Columbia River; 
that said railroads refuse to make, 
change or establish a reasonable 
through rate to Astoria and the 
mouth of the Columbia River from 
points in states above mentioned, on 
all commodities and _ especially on 
wheat; that a direct and available 
route from Idaho and the eastern 
parts of Oregon and Washington is 
down the Columbia River, thus af- 
fording water grade throughout and 
Saving a distance of about 95 miles. 
omplaint prays that an order be 
made compelling defendants to make 
new and reasonable rates, and that 
such rates be not unduly preferential 
in favor of Puget Sound points and 
against Astoria and the mouth of 
the Columbia River. April 10. p 499. 

Florida Fruit & Vegetable Shippers’ 
Protective Assn of Jacksonville, Fla., 
vs Ala & Vicks and over 200 other 
earriers (2566). Alleges excessive 
freight rates and refrigeration 
charges on fruits and vegetables from 
Florida points to points north and 
west. June 29, p 877. 

Follmer, C. C., & Co. of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., vs Gt Nor et al (2289). Com- 
plainant alleges that it shipped from 
Superior Dock, Wis.. June 13, 1908, 
to Oblong, Ill., 1,081 bunches of red 
cedar shingles; that instead of mov- 

ing the shipment via Chicago on a 
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have exceeded 75 cents. Feb. 13, p 
215. ’ 

Liverpool Salt & Coal Co of Hartford 
(Mason County), W. Va., and Hart- 
ford City Salt Co, of same place, vs 
B & O et al (2465). Alleges that 
the defendant is about to raise rates 
on salt from Hartford and Mason 
City, W. Va., to Lynchburg am® Roa- 
noke, Va. (for points beyond), from 
8 to 12 cents; that any rate over 8 
cents is excessive and unreasonable. 
May 22. p 741. 

Loch Lynn Construction Co of Fair- 
mont, W. Va., vs B.& O (2462). 
Alleges discrimination in the matter 
of passenger train service at Loch 
Lynn, Md., as compared ‘with Oak- 
land, Terre Alta and Deer Park, Md. 
May 22, p 741. 

Logan Coal Co of Pennsylvania vs P 
R R (2495). Alleges that defendant 
put in foree an order, covering so- 
called demurrage charges on cars con- 
taining bituminous coal and coke at 
tidewater points, under which com- 
plainant has been unjustly and ille- 
gally charged $900; complainant fur- 
ther alleges that it is owner of 150 
coal cars, which are transported by 
defendant under written agreement, 
and that demurrage charges made 
against cars owned by the complain- 
ant are same as those made against 
cars owned by defendant company. 
May 29, p 773. 

Louisiana Central Lumber Co et al of 
Kansas City, Mo., vs C B & Q et al 
(2420). Alleges excessive charges on 
yellow pine lumber from points in 
Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas and Mis- 
souri to points in Kansas, Nebraska, 
Colorado and Wyoming. May 8, p 
645. 

Louvre Co, The, of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs Sou Pac et al (2542). Alleges 
that complainant has been charged 
excessive rate of $1.10 on two car- 
loads of beer from New York City to 
San Francisco; that proper’ rate 
should have been $1. June 12, p 
822. 

MacAndrews & Forbes Co of New Jer- 
sey vs Erie et al (2459). Alleges 
that defendants assessed umnreason- 
able rate of 41% cents per 100 
pounds on shipment of licorice mass 
from Newark, N. J., to Granby, P. 
Q., Dec. 21, 1907; that shipment was 
misrouted and sent by Binghamton 
route; that proper route’ should 
have been from Newark to New York, 
thence via Cent Vt, lighter, etc., rate 
via this route being 26% cents. May 
22, p 741. ' 

Magner Bros of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
A T & S F et al (2522). Allege 
they have been charged 90 cents per 
100 pounds freight on shipments of 
whiting in carload, from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to San Francisco, Cal., and that 
proper rate is 68 cents per 100 
pounds. June 5, p 798. 

Maldonado & Co of New York, N. Y., 
vs Sonora Ry et al (1959). Alleges 
that 300 bags of Mexican peas were 
delivered to the Ferrocarril de So- 
nora at Guaymas, Mex., for ship- 
ment to Philadelphia, Pa.; that cars 
of that line were inadequate in size 
and two cars were provided, 150 bags 
in each, at rate of 75 cents; that 
charges were assessed on two cars 
at a carload minimum weight of 
40,000 pounds, while entire shipment 
actually weighed 66,000 pounds. said 
charges being umreasonable and un- 
just. Jan. 9, p 3, Tariff Sec. 

Males Co, The, of New York City vs 
Lehigh & H R et al (2361). Com- 
plainant alleges that about Sept. 21, 
1908, it shipped one 10-wheel locomo- 
tive and tender from Easton, Pa., to 
Lake View, N. J., paying rate of 13 
cents; that proper rate should not 
exceed 10 cents per 100 pounds and 
should not be greater than fifth class 
upon minimum weight not to exceed 
56,280 pounds. May 1, p 616. 

Manahan, James, of St. Paul, Minn., 
vs Nor Pac and Gt Nor (2064). Al- 
leges that rates of $1.25 per ton on 
hard coal and 90 cents per ton on 
soft coal. from Superior. Wis.. to St. 
Paul, Minneapolis and Minnesota 
Transfer, Minn., are unreasonable 
and unjust. and that reasonable rate 
would be 50 cents per ton on either 
hard or soft coal. Feb. 6, p 172. 

Maris, H. B., of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2312). Complainant 
alleges that he shipped car of hard- 





wood lumber on May 23, 1908, from 
Collinston, La., to Santa Clara, Cal.; 
that 85 cents was charged, and that 
75 cents is the proper rate. April 
17, p 544. 

Maris, H. B., of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs Sou Pac et al (2358). Alleges 
that rate of 85 cents on carload of 
hardwood lumber shipped March 23, 
1908, at San Francisco, from  In- 
dianapolis, Ind., was excessive; that 
local rate of 9 cents from Indianap- 
olis, Ind., to Chicago, I1l., plus 75- 
cent rate (ICC Case No 1138) from 
Chicago to destination would make 
84 cents the proper rate. May 1, 
p 616. 

Maris, H. B.,. of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs Sou Pac et al (2401). Alleges 
that carriers assessed improper rate 
of 85 cents on shipment of one car 
of oak lumber from Pool, Ark., to 
San Francisco, Cal., May 28, 1908; 
that 75 cents is proper rate, such 
latter rate having been placed in ef- 
fect Aug. 1, 1908. May 1, p 616. 

Maris, H. B., of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs Sou Pac (2437). Alleges proper 
rate on oak lumber from Goshen, 
Ind., to Santa Clara, Cal., should 
have been 83 cents per 100 pounds. 
May 8&8, p-645. 

Maris, H. B., of San Francisco, Cal., 
vs Sou Fac et al (2464 and 2470). 
Alleges rate of 85 cents on_ ship- 
ments of lumber from Ladoga and 
Goshen, Ind., to San Francisco, Cal., 
is excessive; that 84 cents is proper 
rate from Ladoga and 83 cents from 
Goshen. May 22, p 741. 

Marshall-Wells Hardware Co of Duluth, 
Minn., vs C M & St P et al (2553). 
Alleges it has been charged excessive 
rate of 95 cents per 100 pounds on 
one carload of barbed wire from De 
Kalb, Ill., to Ismay. Mont., and that 
proper rate was 87% cents per 100 
pounds, being sum of local rates on 
St. Paul. Defendants acknowledged 
justice of complaint. June 12, p 823. 

Mason Fruit Jar Co. The, of Coffey- 
ville, Kan., vs M K & T and Union 
Pac (2181). Complainant alleges 
that on July 27, 1908, it shipped 
from Coffeyville, Kan., car of . glass 


fruit jars. to Kimball. Neb., at rate ; 


of 50 cents; that defendants assessed 
rate of 80 cents, which is unreason- 
able and unjust. March 6, p 346. 
Memphis Freight Bureau of Memphis, 
Tenn., vs St L & S F and L & N 
(2440). (Complaint brought in be- 
half of F. W. Broade & Co., Mem- 
phis, Tenn.) Complainant alleges 
that it has been overcharged on 2,100 
sacks of cottonseed meal shipped from 


Kennett, Mo., to Montgomery, Ala., | 


May 9, 1907, and that proper rate 
should have been $4.20 per ton. May 
15, p 682. 

Memphis Freight Bureau of Memphis, 
Tenn., vs St L S W_ (2441). Al- 
leges that members of bureau are 
discriminated against in purchase of 
cottonseed at points on line of St L 
S W. and consigning same to them- 
selves at Memphis, and are prevented 
from doing this, except to limited ex- 
tent, by reason of rates imposed by 
defendant upon seed so _ consigned; 
that rates more favorable are made 
by defendant on cottonseed shipped 
from stations on its line to East St. 
Louis, Ill., than to Memphis, Tenn. 
May 15. p 682. 

Memphis Freight Bureau of Memphis, 
Tenn., vs M J & K C et al (2457). 
Alleges that excessive rates are 
charged on cotton and cottonseed to 
Memphis, Tenn., from territory on the 
M J & K C between Pontotoc, Miss., 
and Miadletown, Tenn.: that owing 
to advances in rates from Pontotoc 
and stations riorth thereof, and re- 
fusal by defendants to establish 
through rates from points south of 
Pontotoc on cotton and cottonseed, 


that territory has been _ practically 
‘isolated from Memphis, so far as 
these commodities are concerned. 


May 22, p 741. 

Menasha Woodenware Co: of Menasha, 
Wis., vs Wis Cent et al (2567). Al- 
leges that it has been charged the un- 
just and xcessive freight rate of 
26 cents per 100 pounds on carload 
shipment of wooden pails, from 


Menasha, Wis., to Smithville. O.. and 
that proper rate is Chicago-Milwau- 
kee combination rate of 26% cents. 
June 12. p 822. 

Menasha Woodenware Co of Menasha, 
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Wis., vs Wis Cent et al (2572, 2573. 

2574). Alleges that rate of 54 cents 

on wooden pails and tubs, from 
Menasha, Wis., to New Orleans, La., 
is unjust and that the combination 
rate on Milwaukee of 4314 cents is 
the proper rate; rate of 34 cents 
from .Menasha, Wis., to Battle Creek 
Mich., is unjust and should not ex. 
ceed Milwaukee-Chicago combination 
of 22% cents. June 19, p 848. 

Menasha Woodenware Co of Menasha 
Wis, vs C & N W et al (2604)’ 
Alleges charge of 53% cents freight 
on two carloads of wooden pails from 
Menasha, Wis., to New Orleans, La., 
is excessive; that 48% cents is 
proper rate. June 26, p 878. 

Menasha Woodenware Co of Menasha, 
Wis., vs Wis Cent et al (2605).  AlL- 
leges charges of 28 cents on carload 
of barrels from Menasha, Wis., to To- 
ledo, O., is unjust and should not 
have exceeded 20% cents. June 26, 
p 877. 

Menasha Woodenware (Co of ,Menasha. 
Wis., vs C & N W (2606). Alleges 
rate of 39 cents on wooden pails 
from Menasha, Wis., to Erie, Pa., is 
unjust; that 25% cents is proper 

» rs a oune Tt 2 are. 
erle Co, A, e, of San Francis al. 
vs AT & S F et al (2325, B331 3a 
Complainant alleges that during 1907 
and 1908 it received various L C L 
shipments of metal furniture knobs 
or trimmings at San Francisco, Cal., 
from Waterbury, Conn., Rome, N. Y. 
and Grand Haven, Mich.; tnat carriers 
assessed charges of $3 per 100 pounds, 
based on application of first-class 
rates (except in some instances when 
second-class rate of 2.60 was 
charged); that said rates are unjust 
and unreasonable; that a rate of $2 
on similar goods from Waterbury, 
Conn., is carried in A T&S FICC 
No. 375, and that $1.75 is reasonable 
rate from Rome, N. Y., and Grand 
Haven, Mich. April 24, p 591. 

Merle, A., Co., The, of San Francisco 
vs AT & S F et al (2421, 2422 and 
2423). Alleges that improper rates 
were charged on shipments of brass- 
covered iron tubing, cut into shape 
for bed ends, L C L, from Croton-on- 
Hudson, N. Y., and Hoboken Termi- 
nal, N. J., to San Francisco, Cal.; 
that $1.50 per 100 pounds is the proper 
rate; that carriers assessed charges 
of $1.25 and $1.35 C L, $1.85 L C L, 
on shipments from Rome, N. Y., and 
that proper rates should have been 
CL $1, L C L $1.50; that on ship- 
ments of plain iron tubing or pipe 
from Rome, N. Y., and Croton-on- 
Hudson to San Francisco, charges 
were assessed at improper rates of 
C L 65 cents, L C L $1.35 and $1.25. 
May 8, p 645. 

Michigan Furniture Co of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. (1966-1967-1968-1969), vs A 
T&S F Ry et al. Alleges assessment 
of minimum weights in excess of 
actual loading capacity of cars on 
shipments of new fufniture to San 
Francisco, Cal.; Jan. 9, p 3 (Tariff 
Section). 


Mill Creek Cannel Coal Co of Charles- - 


ton, W. Va., vs Coal & Coke and 
Kanawha & Michigan (2238). Alleges 
that rates on cannel coal from points 
in West Virginia to points in Ohio, 
Illinois and Michigan are 25 cents 
per ton above the rates on bituminous 
coal, which is unreasonable and un- 
just, and Commission is prayed to 
order defendants to reduce rates on 
cannel coal to be same as on bitu- 
minous coal. March 27,,p 460. 
Mineral Point Zinc Co of Chicago, Ill., 
vs Wabash et al (2415). Alleges over- 
charge on two cars of sulphuric acid 
from Howe, Ill., to Aetna, Ind., dur- 
ing November and December, 1908, 
maintaining that proper rate should 
have been 10 cents. May 1, p 616. 
Minneapolis Dry Goods Co of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., vs Wis Cent (2316). 
Complainant alleges that in February 
and April, 1908, it paid $321 freight on 
two carloads of furniture § shipped 
from Piqua, O., to Minneapolis, Minn., 
at 75 cents, which was unjust and 
unreasonable; that defendant had 
local rate of 63% cents in effect at 
time of these shipments; that latter 
rate is reasonable. April 17, p 544. 
Minneapolis Iron Stove Co. of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., vs C M & St P (2073). 
Complainant alleges that on May 28, 
1907, it shipped one car of busgy 
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Mitchell, G. B., of 
Ala., vs M & O et al (698, 707, 433). | 


Menarch Milling’ Co 
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bodies from Cincinnati, O., to Minne- 
apolis, Minn., and was charged 56 
cents, per 100 pounds; that. combina- 
tion rate of 37 cents was in effect at 


time. Feb. 6, p 173. 
Minneapolis Iron Stove Co of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., vs C M & St P (2074). 


Complainant alleges that on Oct. 22, 
1906, it shipped from Jackson, Mich., 
to Minneapolis Transfer, Minn., car- 
load of cutters, being charged at rate 
of 49% cents, and claims that com- 
bination rate of 35 cents was in 
effect. Feb. 6, p 173. 


Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co vs 


Cc St PM & O et al (2048). Alleges 
that rates on agricultural implements 
from Hopkins, Minn., to points in 
Wisconsin, Iowa, South Dakota and 
Nebraska are unreasonable and un- 
just; that the switching charge from 
Hopkins to Minneapolis had been for 
a number of years absorbed by the 
carriers, but is now assessed in addi- 
tion to'rates. Jan. 23, p 99. 

North 


Alleges that shipments of yellow pine 
lumber in carloads from points in 
Alabama to Ohio River, subsequent 
to April 15, 1903, were at rates 2 
cents in excess of legal rates. Feb. 
20, p 270. 

of Hutchinson, 
Kan., vs C RI & P et al (2061). 
Complainant alleges that about Nov. 
1, 1907, it shipped a carload of flour 
from Hutchinson, Kan., to Lake 
Charles, La., for Fort Worth, Tex., 
via H & T C and La West, and was 
charged 70 cents; that 35% cents is 


the legal rate, and _ reparation is 
claimed in the sum of $139.78. Jan. 
30, p 146. 

Montague, W. W Co vs Southern 


wis a 
Pacific et al (2005-2006): Alleges as- 
sessment of minimum weights in ex- 
cess of actual loading capacity of 
cars; Jan. 16, p 3. 


Mooré Mercantile Co of Moore, Mont., 
vs C M & St P et al (2328).. Com- 
plainant alleges that in May, 1908, it 
shipped four carloads of potatoes from 
Moore, Mont., to Kansas City, Mo., 
charges being assessed at rate of 80 
eents; that the commodity rate of 
50 cents as per C M& St PICC 


Birmingham, | 





No. 891B from Montana R R points to 
Missouri River. had been canceled in 
error; that effective May 29, 1908, 
said carrier issued its tariff Sup. 4 
to GFD No. 6184B, I C C B-891, nam- 
ing 50-cent rate from points on Mon- 
tana R R to Missouri River; that 50- 
eent rate was also in effect from and 
to same territories as shown in Nor 
Pace I C C No. 3654. May 1, p 616. 
Morris & Co of Chicago, Ill., vs Union 
Pac and C B & Q (1973). Alleges 
that on Jan. 2, 1907, there were 
shipped from Green River, Wyo., to 
Denver, Colo., seventeen cars of cat- 
tle; that while en route destination 
of cars was changed to Omaha, Neb., 
‘and while en route to Omaha Neb., 
were purchased by complainant and 
destination was again changed to Pe- 
oria, Ill.; that charges were assessed 
on basis of 60% cents, rate applicable 
on cattle and calves, N O §, 
shipment actually 


while 
consisted of stock | 


eattle; that this rate is unreasonable 


and unjust, as correct rate 
pave been 55 cents, Omaha 
ion. Jan. 9, p 3, Tariff Sec. 
Montague, W. W.. 


cisco, Cal., vs Sou-Pac et al 


should 
combina- | 


& Co of San Fran- 
(1954). 


Alleges unreasonable weight on wood 


mantels, C L, from Decatur, IIll., to 
San Francisco, Cal. Jan. 9, p 4, 
Tariff Sec. 


Montague, W. W.. & Co of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., vs*Sou Pac et al (1955) 


on wood mantels, C L, from Chicago 
Ill., to San Francisco, Cal. 
4, Tariff Sec. 


Murphy Bros of New York City vs N 
Complainants 
allege that by reason of defendant’s 
incorrect computation of ‘‘free time’’ 
it has 
car service, 
etc., and asks reparation in such sum, 
May 


Y C & H R (2398). 


at Melrose Junction, N. Y., 
been overcharged $875 


with interest from April 1, 1908. 
1, p 616. 


Mutua! Wheel Co of Moline, Ill., vs P 
Cc & St Land CM & St P (2543). 
Alleges that it has been charged ex- 
cessive rate of 19% cents per 100 
pounds on carload shipment of hubs 


Alleges unreasonable minimum weight 


Jan. 9, p 





National 


North 
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from Scottsboro, Ind., to Moline, II1., 
_and that proper rate should have 
been 15 cents per 100 pounds. June 
12, p 822. 

Confectioners’ Association et 
al of New York, N. Y., vs A T & 
S F (1975). Alleges that the classi- 
fication of candies and confectionery 
in the Western Classification is un- 
reasonable and unjust and should be 
readjusted. Jan. 9, p 3, Tariff Sec. 


National Mfg Co of St. Joseph, Mo., vs 


Cc Gt W et al (2466). Alleges that 
proper rate on syrup from St. Joseph, 
Mo., to Pullman, Wash., is 97% cents; 
also that carriers did not route ship- 
ment according to corrected routing 
instructions, and charged $1.22%, such 


laiter rate being excessive. May 22, 
p 741. 

Nichaus, Edw. F., & Co of San Fran- | 
cisco, Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2452). | 
Complainants allege that they. were 
charged excessive rate of 85 cents 


on ash and oak lumber from Wash- 

ington, La., to San Francisco, Cal.; 

that 75 cents is the proper rate. , May 

15, p 682. 

Texas Traction Co of Fort 
Worth, Tex., vs Tex & Pac et al 
(2042). Alleges that rates maintained 
by defendants on coal from mines in 
Arkansas and Oklahoma to Handley, 
Tex., are unreasonable and unjust to 
the extent of 25 cents per ton. Jan. 
23, p 99. 

Northern Anthracite Coal Co of Dun- 
more, Pa., vs DL & W (2146). Com- 
plainant alleges that the character of 
the coal which it produces is semi- 
anthracite and sells in market from 
50’ cents to $1 per ton less than regu- 


lar grades of anthracite; that rates 
charged are unreasonable, as rates 
lower than on anthracite coal would 


be reasonable. Feb. 20, p 270. 

Northern Wood Co of Chicago vs C M 
& St P (2616). Complainant alleges 
that it has been charged 8 cents per 
100 pounds freight on two carloads 
of wood from Oconto, Wis., to Evans- 
ton, Ill., and that the proper rate is 
7 cents. June 26, p 878. 

Northwestern Iron Co, The, of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., vs C M & St P et al (2426). 
Complainant alleges that in June and 
July, 1908, it shipped two carloads 
of pig iron from Mayville, Wis., tuo 
West Chicago, Ill., carriers assessing 
freight at unjust rate of 9 cents per 
100 pounds; that proper rate should 
have been $1 per gross ton. 
p 682. 

Northwestern Leather Co of Sault Ste. 
Marie and Manistique, Mich., 
R & N et al (2523 and 2524). 
that rates for transportation of hides, 
in carload, from Portland, 
Sault Ste. Marie and 


Mich., were raised from $1.20 to $1.30 | 


May 15, | 
vs O 
Alleges 


Ore., to 
Manistique, | 





per 100 pounds on dry hides, and from | 
75 cents to 85 cents per 100 pounGs | 


on green salted hides, and that cor- 





responding 
100 pounds 
points from 


increase of 10 
has been 
San Francisco 


cents per 
to same 
and Los 


made 


Angeles; that all such rates are ex- 
cessive, unreasonable and_ unjust. 
June 5, p 798. 

Oak Grove Farm Creamery, The, of 
Boston, Mass., vs Adams Express | 


and Earle & Prew’s Express 


Alleges that 
lished 
on bread 


cake 


(2199). 


defendants have estab- 
unreasonable 
and 


express charges 
from Boston, 


Mass., to points in Rhode Island and 


Massachusetts, 


O’Brien Commercial 


March 13, p 384. 
Co of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., vs A T & S F et al (2166). 
Alleges that minimum weight on ship- 


ment of furniture, 


town, N. Y., 
of 12,000 


C L, from James- 


to San Francisco, Cal., 
pounds was 
and unjust, and should not have ex- | 


unreasonable 


ceeded actual weight of.8,900 pounds. 


Feb, 27, p 300. 


Ocean County Coal Co of Point Pleas- 


ant, N. J., vs 


R R of N J (2419). 


Alleges unjust discrimination in rates 

against Point Pleasant, N. J., in favor 

of Manasquan, N. J. May 8, p 645: 
Ohio Iron and Metal Co of Chicago, IIl., 


vs CM & St P (2200). 


alleges that 


in November, 


Complainant 
1908, it 


shipped four_cars of scrap iron from 


Minneapolis, 
Wis., 


Minn., 


at rate of 14 cents per 100 


pounds; that correct rate should have 
been $1.75 per gross ton, which rate 


was 


issued after 
March 138, p 384. 


shipment moved. 


to Beaver Dam, | 


Pacific 











Olive-Sterenberg Lumber Co of Olive, 
Tex., vs Tex & N O (2615). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged 28 cents freight on carload 
of lumber from Olive, Tex., to Deer- 


ing, Ill., and that proper rate is 26 
cents. June 26, p 878. 

Olympia Brewing Co of Washington 
vs Nor Pac et al (2418). Alleges it 


shipped 141 cars of beer from Olym- 
pia, Wash.. to San Francisco and 
Oakland, Cal., and Winnemucton, 
Nev.; that, in addition to the freight 
defendants exacted car rental of $5 
per car, which was unjust and un- 
lawful; that such is discrimination 
_against complainant. May 8, p 645. 

O'Neill, James, Co of Chicago, Ill., vs 
N Y NH & H and B &€ O (2589). 
Alleges overcharge of $37 on _ ship- 
ments of talking machine _ records 
from Middletown, Conn., to Chicago, 
Ill. Complainant alleges that proper 
rate shouid have been 75 cents per 100 
_ pounds. June 19, p 848. 

Oregon, R R Commission vs O R & N 
et al. See under ‘‘Wool.”’ 

Overell, J. M., of Los Angeles, Cal., vs 


San P, Los A & S L et al (2429). 
Alleges excess weight has _ been 
charged on shipment of common 


chairs from Marietta, O., to Los An- 
geles, Cal.; that car was loaded to its 
full space capacity, carriers, however, 
assessing weight on the minimum of 
car. May 8, p 645. 

Pabst Brewing Co of Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs CB & Qand CM & St P (2534). 
Alleges that it has been charged 69 
cents per 100 pounds on carload ship- 
ments of beer from Milwaukee, Wis., 
to McCook, Neb., and that proper 
rate is 52 cents. June 5, p 798. 

Pabst Brewing Co of Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C M & St P et al (2624-5-6-7-8-9, 


2630). Alleges excessive rates on beer 
from Milwaukee, Wis., to Arizona 
points and on empty beer packages 
from Arizona points to Milwaukee. 


June 26, p 878. 


Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac (2013). Alleges un- 
reasonable minimum weight on furni- 
ture, carload, from Mt. Airy, N. C., 
to Los Angeles. Cal.; that actual 
weight should have been charged. 
Jan. 16, p 3, Tariff Sec. 

Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs San P Los A & S L (2014). 
Alleges unreasonable minimum weight 
on furniture from Glendale, N. Y., to 
Los Angeles, Cal.; that actual weight 
should have been assessed. Jan. 16, 
p 3, Tariff Sec. 

Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs San P Los A & SL et al 
(2053). Complainant alleges that it 
shipped one carload of furniture from 
Holland, Mich., to Los Angeles, Cal.; 
that carrier assessed charges based 
on minimum weight of 20,000 pounds, 
actual weight being 18,830 pounds. 
Jan. 30, p 146. 

Purchasing Co of Los 

Cal., vs San P Los A & S L et al 

(2054). Complainant alleges that it 

shipped carload of new furniture from 

Holland, Mich., to Los Angeles, Cal., 

on Oct. 31, 1907; shipment was billed 

at weight of 20,000 pounds, when it 
should have been 18,227 pounds. Jan. 

30, p 146. 


Angeles, 


Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 


Cal, vs AT & S FandCc cc & 
St L (2055). Complainant alleges 
shipping sideboards, from Shelbyville. 
Ind., to Los Angeles, Cal., at rate of 
$2.80 on. weight of 16,000 pounds, 
actual weight of shipment being 14,- 
953 pounds. Jan. 30, p 146. 

Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2056). Com- 
plainant alleges that on April 8, 1907, 
it shipped carload of desks from 
Herkimer, N. Y., to Los Angeles, Cal., 
and was charged at weight of 16,000 
pounds, when actual weight should 
have been 14,716 pounds, at rate of 
$1.75. Jan. 30, p 146. 

Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs A T & S F et.al (2171). 
Alleges that minimum weight on a 
shipment of furniture, from Jackson, 
Mich., to Los Angeles, Cal., was un- 
reasonable and should not have ex- 
ceeded actual weight. Feb. 27, p 300. 

Pacific Purchasing Co of Los Angeles, 
Cal., vs San P Los A & S L et al 
(2278). Complainant alleges that it 
shipped one carload of furniture on 
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Pier and Communipaw Coal Dump, 
Jersey City, N. J., are unjust, illegal, 
unreasonable and discriminatory. 
May 22, p 742. 

Pease Bros. Furniture Co of Los An- 
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April 13, 1907, from Grand Rapids, 
Mich., to Los Angeles, Cal.; that 
carriers assessed charges of $2.20, on 
minimum weight of 12,000 pounds, 
that actual weight was 10,293 pounds. 
April 3, p 483. 


Pacific Lumber Co of San Francisco, 


Cal., vs Colo & Sou, Union Pac and 
D & R G, respectively, et al (2596- 
2597-2598). Alleges that rate of 50 
cents on lumber from San Francisco, 
Cal., to Denver, Colo., is unreason- 
able and unjust; that rate should be 
40 cents. June 26, p 878 


Pacific Purchasing Co of San Francisco, 


Cal., vs A T & S F (2085). Alleges 
that minimum weights charged on 
shipments of brass beds, from Ke- 
nosha, Wis., to San Francisco, Cal., 
of 30,000 pounds, are in excess of 
actual weights. Feb. 6, p 173. 


Pacific Purchasing Co of San Francisco, 


Cal., vs A T & S F et al (2203). 
Alleges that actual weight should 
have been charged on shipment of 
furniture from Grand Rapids, Mich., 
to San Francisco, Cal., instead of 
minimum weight. March 13, p 384. 


Pacific Purchasing Co vs Southern Pa- 


cific et al (1988-1998, incl., and 2007- 
8; 2022-23). Alleges assessment of 
minimum weights in excess of actual 
loading capacity of cars; Jan. 16, p 3 
(Tariff Section). 


Paola Refining Co of Paola, Kan., vs 


St L & S F (1956). Complainant 
alleges that it shipped on Dec. 19, 
1907, a_car of oil, from Paola, Kan., 
to Hartford, Ark., at rate of 45 cents, 
which is unreasonable and unjust; 
that correct rate should have been 20 
cents. Jan. 9, p 3, Tariff Sec. 


Partridge Lumber Co, T. M., of Min- 


neapolis, Minn., vs Gt Nor and- Can 
Nor (2554). Alleges rates and mini- 
mum weights on cedar posts and 
poles are excessive and unjust, from 
Beaudette and Warroad, Minn., to 
points in Dakotas. June 12, p 823. 


Peale, Peacock & Kerr, Inc., and Rem- 


brandt Peale, individually, vs C R R 
of N J (2463). Complainants allege 
that demurrage rules shown in C R 
R of N J Tariff ICC No 57, demur- 
rages on coal and coke for trans- 
shipment at Elizabethport, Port 
Johnson, Port Liberty, Communipaw 


geles, Cal., vs San P Los A& SL 
et al (2338, 2339). Alleges overcharge 
in weight of 690 pounds on a carload 
of common chairs shipped from Chi- 
cago to Los Angeles, April 30, 1907, 
and of excess weight 1,550 pounds on 
shipment of desks from East Cam- 
bridge, Mass., April 25, 1907. April 
17, p 544. 


Pease Bros. Furniture Co of Los An- 


geles, Cal., vs San P Los A & SL 
et al (2430-2434 inclusive). Alleges 
full C L minimum has been charged 
on shipments of furniture from Syra- 
cuse and Herkimer, N. Y., Indianap- 
olis, Ind., and Grand Ledge, Mich., 
to Los Angeles, Cal., and asks that 
it be not charged except for actual 
weight. May 8, p 645. 


Pease Bros. Furniture Co of Los An- 


geles, Cal., vs San P Los A & S L 
et al (2455). Excess weight on ship- 
ment of furniture from Syracuse, N. 
Y., to Los Angeles, Cal., July 3, 1907; 
complainant asks that the charges be 
assessed on actual weight of ship- 
ment. May 22, p 741. 


Pease Bros. Furniture Co of Los 


nN- 
geles, Cal., vs San P Los A & oy 
(2456). Excess weight on four car- 
loads of furniture shipped from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Los Angeles, Cal.; 
complainant alleges that carriers 
assessed charges based on minimum 
carload weight of shipments, same be- 
ing in excess of actual weight. May 
22, p 742. 


Pease Bros. Furniture Co of Los An- 


geles, Cal. vs San P Los A & S L 
et al °(2492). Alleges that excess 
weight has been charged by defend- 
ants on shipment of furniture from 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to Los Angeles, 
Cal. May 29, p 774. 


Peerless Agencies Co of San Francisco, 


Cal., vs A T & S ¥F et al (2448, 2449, 
2450, 2451). Complainant alleges that 
it was charged full C L minimum 
weight on shipments of wood mantels 
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from Buffalo, N. Y., and Baltimore, 
Md., to San Francisco, Cal., and asks 
that charges may be made on‘actual 
weight only, these shipments having 
been loaded to the full space capac- 


ity of the car. May 15, p 682. 


Pennsylvania Smelting Co of Pittsburg, 
Pa., vs Nor Pac et al (2601). Alleges 
excessive charge of $12 per net ton 
on lead ore and concentrates in car- 
loads from Wardner, Wallace, Mullan, 
Burke, Sunset and Larson, Idaho, to 
Carnegie, Pa. Complainant alleges 
that a differential of 60c per ton 
should be applied to Carnegie, Pa., on 
this traffic, and that defendants 
charge same rate to Carnegie, Pa., 
as is charged to Chrome, Perth Am- 
boy, Carteret and Jersey City, N. J., 
and that such charge discriminates 
against Carnegie, Pa. June 29, p 878. 

Pheenix Furniture Co of San Francisco, 
Cal., vs A T & S F et al (2399). 
Alleges that carriers assessed charges 
based on minimum carload weight of 
shipment of furniture from New Al- 
bany, Miss., to San Francisco, Cal., 
Nov. 9, 1907; that car containing 
shipment was loaded to full space 
capacity, and that freight was paid 
for 3,700 pounds in excess of actual 


weight. May 1, p 616. 
Pheenix Furniture Co of San Francisco, 
Cal. vs A T & S F et al (2411). 


Alleges that carriers assessed rate of 
$1.50 on carload of furniture from 
York, Pa., to Sacramento, Cal., June 


20, 1907, billing weight at 20,000 


pounds, as against actual weight of 


shipment, which was 18,300 pounds; 
said furniture being loaded to full 
space capacity of car. May 1, p 616. 

Pioneer Pole & Shaft Co of Piqua, O., 
vs C H & D et al (2404). Com- 
plainant alleges that on Sept. 11, 1906, 
it shipped one carload of vehicle poles 
and shafts from Troy, O., to Janes- 
ville, Wis., paying excessive rate of 
31% cents; that proper rate should 
have been combination on Chicago of 
23% cents. May 1, p 616. 

Platten Produce Co of Green Bay, Wis., 
vs C & N W et al (2000). Com- 
plainant alleges that on Dec. 22, 1906, 
it shipped car of vegetables from 
Green Bay, Wis., to Roanoke, Va., at 
rate of 29 cents, and weight of 29,600 
pounds, while shipment only weighed 
28,405 pounds, which is unreasonable 
and unjust. Jan. 16, p 3, Tariff Sec. 

Plummer Lumber Co of St. Louis, Mo., 
vs M & O (2047). Alleges that car- 
rier advanced rates on hardwood 
lumber in carloads, from points in 
Alabama to points in Missouri, 2 
cents; that in view of: advance of 2 
cents in yellow pine cases being de- 
cided unreasonable, Commission is 
prayed to order defendant carrier to 
ye asetamel previous rates. Jan. 23, 
p 99. 


Pope Mfg Co of Hartford, Conn., vs 
B 


& O et al (2619). Complainant 
alleges that it has been overcharged 
$50.27 freight on three automobiles 
without tonneaus (not crated), and 
accessories, shipped from Hagerstown, 
Md., to Marinette, Wis.; that ship- 
ment should have gone through in a 
36-foot car, minimum weight 10,000 
pounds, whereas defendants  fur- 
nished 4914-foot car, minimum weight 
13,900 pounds. June 29, p 878. 


Pope Mfg Co of Hartford, Conn., vs 


B & O et al (2620). Same principle 
involved as in complaint preceding; 
shipment from Hagerstown, Md., to 
Blairstown, Ia. June 29. p 878. 


Portland Chamber of Commerce of 


Portland, Ore., vs O R & N et al 
(2537). Alleges that O R & N have 
on file tariff ICC 1146, covering 
classes and commodities between 
Portland, East Portland, Albina and 
St. Johns, Ore., and points in Ore- 
gon, Washington and Idaho, also tar- 
iff ICC 1390, between Portland, Ore., 
and stations on O R & N and O W 
& I and points on the O § L; that 
class rates now in effect, as shown 
by the above tariffs, are excessive, 
unjust and unreasonable. June 12, p 


Preston, Albert, of Washington, D. C 


vs R F & P et al (2168). Alleges 
that complainant shipped five cars of 
chestnut ties from Widewater, Va., to 
Bryn Mawr, Pa., during October, 
1906, at rate of 14 cents per-~ 100 
pounds; that Tariff ICC No 314 of 
defendant carrier, the R F & P, pro- 
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vides rate of 10 cents per 100 
pounds; that rate of 10 cents should 


have been applied.: Feb. 27,ep 300. 
Preston, Albert, of Washington, D. ¢ 


vs C& 0, B& OandBRE&P 
(2177). Complainant alleges that on 
nine shipments of oak ties, in car- 
loads, from MHarrowbone, Ky., to 
Brockwayville, Pa., 20% cents was 
charged; that rate should not have 
exceeded 18% cents. March 6, p 346. 
Radinsky, A. D., of Denver, Colo., vs 
Colo & Sou et al (2326). Complainant 
alleges that he shipped between May 
1 and _ Oct. 24, 1907, 10 cars of rags 
from Pueblo, Colo., to Paraffine, Cal.; 
that on 80,000 pounds he paid rate 
of 64 cents, and for other eight cars 
rate of 60 cents was charged; that 
defendants have subsequently made 
rate of 50 cents; that 50-cent rate 
was in effect at time of these ship- 
ments, from Denver, Colo., to Par- 
affine, Cal., and asks_ reparation. 


April 17, p 544. 


Rainey & Rogers of New Albany, Miss., 
vs St L & S F (2358). Alleges de- 


fendant’s coal rates discriminate 


against New Albany, Miss., charging 
this point 10 cents per ton on coal 
from Carbon Hill, Ala., and group 
more than Memphis is charged, when 
such haul is 79 miles greater than 
the haul to New Albany; that it is 
not equitable or just to charge New 
Albany, Miss., 30 cents per ton on 
steam and domestic coal more than 


is charged to Tupelo, Miss., when 
the haul to New Albany is only 27 
miles greater than to Tupelo, Miss. 
April 24, p 592. 

Richmond, E, L., Co of Pontiac, Mich., 
vs Grand Trunk Western et al (2578). 
Alleged excessive weight on straw 
from Orchard Lake, Mich., to Goshen, 
N. Y. Complainant alleges it has 
been overcharged $20 on account of 
excess in weight; that carrier first 
supplied car too small to.accommo- 
date shipment, and upon request car 
was changed and car much larger 
ane was furnished. June 19, 
Pp . 

Rigney, Thomas F., of San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (1964). Alleges 
that on Jan. 1, 1907, complainant 
shipped car of wood mantels from 
Decatur, Ill., to San Francisco, Cal., 
at minimum weight of 16,000 pounds, 
which is unreasonable and unjust, as 
correct weight should have been 13,- 
900 pounds, the actual weight. Jan. 
2, p 2, Tariff Sec. 

Rigney, Thomas F., of San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2083). Com- 
plainant alleges that on shipments of 
wood mantels, C L, from Decatur, 
Ill., to San Francisco, Cal., he is 
charged on basis of minimum weight 
of 16,000 pounds, while shipments do 
not actually weigh that amount. 
Feb. 6, p 173. 

Rigney, Thomas F., vs Southern Pacific 
et al (2003-4): Alleges assessment 
of minimum weights in excess ‘of 
actual loading capacity of cars; Jan. 
16, p 3 (Tariff Section). 


Robertson Paper Co of Bellows Falls, 
Vt., vs B & M et al (1976). Alleges 
that rate on manila wrapping paper, 
flat, in bundles, but not folded, when 
shipped from Bellows Falls, Vt., to 
Chattanooga, Tenn., is 44 cents; that 
this rate is a higher rate than is 
charged when paper is folded flat, 
which is unreasonable and unjust, 
and rate should not exceed 36 cents 
when shipped flat in bundles. Jan. 9, 
p 3, Tariff Sec. 


Rogers, J. G., of Medford, Ore., vs O R 


& N and Sou Pac (2093). Complain- 
ant alleges that on Aug. 15, 1908, he 
shipped car of household goods from 
Spokane, Wash., to Medford, Ore., at 
rate of $1.11; that this rate is un- 
reasonable and unjust and should not 
ae exceeded 71 cents. Feb. 6, D 
173. 


Rosenbaum Grain Co of Chicago, IIl., 


vs Mich Cent (2565). Alleges that 
during month of June, 1908, it trans- 
ferred through its Rock Island Ele- 
vators A and B, at Chicago, 68,512 
bushels of grain; that defendant has 
refused to pay the allowance of one- 
fourth of one cent per bushel, to 
which complainant is entitled as per 
clause in defendant’s tariff No ICC 
3426. June 12, p 822. 


Rosenthal Furniture Co of East Las 


Vegas, N. M., vs A T & S F (2444). 





Co 





Alleges 1 
of furni 
Las Veg 
excessive 
$1.65, be 
rate in 
May 15, 
Rossie Iro: 
2 ers 
plainant 
it paid 
protest 
$62, a te 
service « 
which v 
Y., witl 
Feb. 27, 


Royal Maz 
vs Sou ] 
alleges 
from Cl 
San Fré 
was 16, 
actually 
23, p 99 


Rucker D 
vs Sou | 
alleges 
furnitur 
Somervi 
Cal.; tk 

* minimu 
actual - 

Rucker D 
vs Sou 
alleges 
desks f 
Francis 
defenda 
Act t 
charge 
car ins 
fuse to 
April 1 

Rucker I 
vs A" 
plaint 
carload 
Somerv 
Cal., Ji 
tiff, we 
defendz 
pounds 
617. 

Rucker-!I 
cisco, | 
Comple 
per 10 
shippec 
San Fr 
weight 
which 
actual 

Rucker-] 
cisco, 
Compl 
1909, 3 
Grand 
cisco, 
was 1 
should 
March 

Running 
, vs C 
defend 
freight 
weight 
ries, f 
to St, 
rate s 
minim 








i ie i dl BO 


Complaints - Rosen 


Alleges that rate of $1.80 on carload 
of furniture, from Chicago, IIll., to 
Las Vegas, N. M., May 19, 1908, was 
excessive, and that proper. rate is 
$1.65, being Kansas City combination 
rate in effect at time of shipment. 
May 15, p 682. 


Rossie Iron Ore Co of Spragueville, N. 


Y., vs N Y C & H R (2169). Com- 
plainant alleges that on June 19, 1907, 
it paid to defendant carrier under 
protest $286 and on June 20, 1907, 
$62, a total of $348 demanded as car 
service charges on shipments of coal 
which were held at Gouverneur, N. 
Y., without notice to complainant. 
Feb. 27, p 300. 


Royal Mantel Co of San Francisco, Cal., 


vs Sou Pac et al (2046). Complainant 
alleges that on shipment of mantels, 
from Chicago, Ill., Nov. 31, 1906, to 
San Francisco, Cal., weight assessed 
was 16,000 pounds, while shipment 
serene weighed 14,200 pounds. Jan. 
23, p 99. 


Rucker Desk Co of San Francisco, Cal., 


vs Sou Pac et al (2300). Camplainant 
alleges that it shipped carload of 
furniture Jan. 26, 1908, from North 
Somerville, Mass., to San Francisco, 
Cal.; that charges were assessed on 
‘minimum weight of car instead of 
actual weight. April 17, p 544. 


Rucker Desk Co of San Francisco, Cal., 


vs Sou Pac et al (2301). Complainant 
alleges that it shipped carload of 
desks from Herkimer, N. Y., to San 
Francisco, Cal., Nov. 7, 1907; that 
defendants have violated section 6 of 
Act to Regulate Commerce and 
charge freight on minimum weight of 
car instead of actual weight and re- 
fuse to furnish scale record of car. 
April 17, p 544. 


Rucker Desk Co of San Francisco, Cal., 


vs A T & S F et al (2376). Com- 
plaint alleges that actual weight on 
carload of desks shipped from North 
Somerville, Mass., to San Francisco, 
Cal., June 30, 1907, consigned to plain- 
tiff, was only 14,900 pounds, whereas 
defendants billed weight at 16,000 
— (car minimum). May 1, p 


Rucker-Fuller Desk Co of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2313). 
Complainant alleges that-it paid $1.75 
per 100 pounds on carload of desks 
shipped from Somerville, Mass., to 
San Francisco, Cal., Oct. 5, 1907; that 
weight charged for was 16,000 pounds, 
which was 1,610 pounds in excess of 
actual weight. April 17, p 544. 


Rucker-Fuller Desk Co of San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2225). 
Complainant alleges that on Jan. 2, 
1909, it shipped car of tables from 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., at rate of $2.20; that rate 
was unreasonable and unjust and 
should not have exceeded $1.50. 
March 27, p 460. 


Running, S., of North Menomonie, Wis., 


,vs C 8t P M & O (2541). Alleges 
defendant has charged excessive 
freight rate of $35 per car (minimum 
weight 10,000 pounds) on strawber- 
ries, from Menomonie Junction, Wis., 
to St. Paul, Minn., and that proper 
rate should have been $20 per car, 
res weet 10,000 pounds. June 
2, DP 8238. 

Sackett Plaster Board Co of Garbutt, 
N. Y., vs B & P et al (2045). 
Alleges that in 1904 classification of 
plaster board, C L, was made sixth 
class; that July 12, 1906, plaster board 
was given commodity rates, the same 
as were applicable on plaster in bags, 
and roofing paper, C L; that June 1, 
1907, these commodity rates on plaster 
board were withdrawn and again 
made sixth class; that sixth-class 
rates are unreasonable and unjust. 
Jan.. 23, p 99. 

St. Paul Board of Trade and Minne- 
apolis Produce Exchange vs M St P 
& S S M (2002). Alleges that rates 
on butter and eggs from St. Paul and 
Minneapolis, Minn., to Boston, Mass., 
are unreasonable and unjust . when 
compared with rates from Alexandria 
and Paynesville, Minn., at which 
points creameries are located. Jan. 
16, p 3, Tariff Sec. 

St. Paul Board of Trade vs C M & St P 
et al (2237). Alleges that practice of 
loading and unloading shipments of 
produce at St. Paul, prior to May 1, 
1908, was reasonable and just, and of 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


great aid to shippers and receivers of 
produce; that, effective May 1, 1908, 
Rule 16-B of Western Classification 
provided that “consignors and con- 
signees will be required to unload all 
freight upon which carload ratings are 
applied;’’ that, as produce business 
of St. Paul has increased greatly 
within past few years, this arrange- 
ment entails a great hardship upon 
the consignees of such produce, at 
St. Paul, which is unreasonable and 
unjust, and the Commission is prayed 
to order defendant carriers to restore 
oo ene arrangement. March 27, 
p > 


Sauer-Whiteman Lumber Co of Caro, 


Tex., vs Tex N O et al (2189). 
‘Complainant alleges that during 
March, 1908, it shipped from Caro, 
Tex., five cars of lumber to Memphis, 
Tenn., at rate of 16 cents; that rate 
of 41 cents per 100 pounds was 
charged, which was unreasonable and 
unjust. March 13, p 384. 


Schlitz, Jos., Brewing Co of Milwaukee, 


Wis., vs C M & St P et al (2621- 
2633). Complainant alleges that it 
has been charged $2.215 per 100 
pounds freight on two carloads of 
beer from Milwaukee, Wis., to Mo- 
renci, Ariz., and that proper rate 
should have been $1.715; also that 
carriers have assessed freight at $1.85 
per 100 pounds, Milwaukee to Tucson, 
Ariz., whereas proper rate should 
have been $1.25. June 29, p 878. 


Schoenhofen, Peter, Brewing Co, The, 


of Chicago, Ill., vs A T & S F (2183). 
Complainant alleges that on Jan. 7, 
1907, it shipped from Frontenac, Kan.., 
ear of empty beer packages returned 
to Chicago, Ill., at rate of 17% cents; 
that this rate was unreasonable and 
unjust, as rate of 11 cents had been 
applied just prior to this shipment. 
March 13, p 384. 


Schultz, J. M., Chemical Co of Minne- 


apolis, Minn., vs Minn & St L et al 
(2575). Complainant alleges to have 
been charged $1.13 (first-class rate) 
on 3,740 pounds of gum olibanum from 
New York N. Y., to Minneapolis, 
Minn., July 7, 1908, and that ship- 
ment should have taken third-class 
rate, or 76 cents, as per Official 
Classification. June 19, p 848. 


Schultz-Hansen Co of San Francisco, 


Cal., vs Sou Pac and AT & S F 
(2527). Alleges it is practice of de- 
fendants to assess a charge of 20 
cents per ton outside of freight 
charges for loading and unloading 
earload freight in San Francisco, and 
that such charge is unjust and un- 
reasonable. June 5, p 798. 

Scully Steel & Iron Co of Chicago, II., 
vs CM & St P et al (2560). Alleges 
it has been charged 25% cents per 
100 pounds on a shipment of 79,326 
pounds of steel plates, from Steuben- 
ville, O., to Rockford, Ill., and that 
the proper rate is 23 cents per 100 
pounds, being Chicago combination. 
June 12, p 823. 

Seattle Brewing & Malting Co of W. 
Va. (offices Seattle, Wash.), vs Nor 
Pac et al (2471). Complainant alleges 
that between August, 1906, and Feb- 
ruary, 1909, it shipped 887 cars of 
beer from Seattle, Wash., to San 
Francisco, Cal., upon which, in addi- 
tion to freight charges thereon, it was 
compelled to pay $5 per car for alleged 
rental; that defendants did not exact 
such rental for cars, nor exacl any 
other charge other than freight there- 
on, against other companies not 
located at Puget Sound points and 
competing with complainant on ship- 
ments of beer. May 22, p 741. 

Seattle Frog & Switch-Co of Seattle, 
Wash., vs Nor Pac et al (2370). Com- 
plainant alleges that about Aug. 12, 
1907, there were shipped to it at Seat- 
tle, Wash., two carloads of steel rails, 
joints and bolts, from Cumberland, 
Md., carriers assessing unjust rate of 
$14.88 per ton; that at time of ship- 
ments there was in force commodity 
rate of $3 per gross ton on rails (per 
net ton on fastenings) from Cumber- 
land, Md., to Chicago, Ill., and the 
rate from Chicago to Seattle of $10 
per ton was in effect prior to time 
of above shipment, and up to and 
including Dec. 31, 1908. May 1, p 617. 

Serry, John G., of Canon, Cal., vs Sou 
Pac et al (2315). Complainant alleges 
that on April 15, 1908, Dix Bros. of 





Shuster Brewing Co of 
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Oregon City, Ore., shipped one car- 
load of lumber to complainant at 
Canon Citl; that while in transit this 
shipment was _ rebilled to Colorado 
Springs, Colo., again rebilled to Crip- 
ple Creek, Colo., and finally rebilled 
to Elkton, Colo.; that he paid $451.26 
freight charges, plus $4 car service 
charges, or at rate of 69 cents, and 
to make such amount defendant 
charged over weight of 1,700 pounds. 
Complainant alleges that reasonable 
rate between Oregon City, Ore., and 
Colorado Springs, Colo., would not ex- 
ceed 40 cents, and that the Colorado 
Springs & Cripple Creek had, at the 
time of this shipment, a rate of seven 
cents between Colorado Springs and 
Elkton, making through rate of 47 
cents from Oregon City to Elkton. 
April 17, p 544. 


Shoecraft & Son Co of Clinton, Ia., vs 
M & 


Ill Cent and C St P (2569), 
Alleges that it has been charged ex- 
cessive rate of 7.83 cents per 100 
pounds on four carloads of cement 
from La Salle, Ill., to Clinton, Ia., 
and on one carload of same from La 
Salle, Ill., to Comanche, Ia., and that 
proper rate was 6.24 cents per 100 
pounds. June 12, p 822. 

Rochester, 
Minn., vs C & N W et al (2058). Un- 
reasonable rates on empty beer bot- 
tles from New Castle, Ind., to 
Rochester, Minn. Complainant alleges 
that 64-cent rate is excessive and 
claims that 34 cents is proper rate. 
Jan. 30, p 146. 


Smith, J. S., & Son of Kansas City, 


Mo., vs Sou Pac Terminal et al (2354). 
Complainants allege that they are en- 
gaged in business of shipping grain 
to Galveston, Tex., for export; that de- 
fendants have erected for and lease 
to J. Rosenbaum Grain Co grain ele- 
vator at Galveston, Tex.; that said 
Rosenbaum company gains’ undue 
privileges by virtue of such lease in 
way of saving wharfage, storage, 
stevedoring and other costs, and are 
also enabled to save % cent per 
bushel on all grain handled and 
shipped from Galveston by said Ros- 
enbaum Grain Co; that such privi- 
leges are not accorded any other ship- 
pers of grain at Galveston. Com- 
plainants pray that all exporters of 
grain be placed on the same footing 
at Galveston, and that after an in- 
vestigation, defendants be made to 
cease alleged violations of certain 
sections of the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce. April 24, p 592. 


Smith Mfg. Co of Chicago, Ill., vs Chi 


M & G and C M & St P (2139). 
Complainant alleges that on Feb. 18, 
1907, July 27, 1907, and Oct. 26, 1907, 
it shipped car of manure spreaders 
from De Kalb, Ill., to Olivia and 
Hutchinson, Minn., at rate of 33 cents 
to Olivia and 29 cents to Hutchinson, 
Minn.; that these rates are unrea- 
sonable and unjust and should not 
have exceeded 30.3 cents to Olivia 
and 27.2 cents to Hutchinson. Feb. 
20, p 270. 

Snook, Wm. C., of Somerville, N. Y., 
vs CRRof NJ (2202). Alleges that 
defendant has closed its station at 
Roycefield, N. J., which constitutes 
discrimination against residents in 
vicinity, and Commission is prayed to 
order defendant to reopen the sta- 
tion. March 13, p 384. 

Southern Bitulithic Co of Nashville, 
Tenn., vs Sou Ry et al (2241). Com- 
plainant alleges that between April 
10, 1907, and May 15, 1907, it shipped 
eight cars of paving brick, from 
Graves Mines, Ala., to Baton Rouge, 
La., at rate of 16% cents; that this 
rate is unreasonable and unjust and 
should not have exceeded 11 cents. 
March 27, p 460. 

Southern Bitulithic Co of Nashville, 
Tenn., vs Sou Ry and Yazoo & M V 
(2251). Complainant alleges that on 
Sept. 14, 1907, it shipped 200,000 
pounds of paving brick from Graves 
Mines, Ala., to Natchez, Miss., at 
rate of 11% cents; that this rate is 
unreasonable and unjust and should 
not have exceeded 8 cents, which 
rate was subsequently published. 
April 3, p 483. 

Southern Sewer Pipe Co of Birming- 
ham, Ala., vs L & N (2599). Ex- 
cessive freight charge of 49 cents on 
sewer pipe, from St, Louis, Mo., to 
Coleanor, Ala. Complainant alleges 
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that proper rate is 28 cents. June 
26, p 878. 

Spreckels Bros. Commercial Co of Los 
Angeles, Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2373). 
Alleges that defendant carriers 
assessed freight at rate of $16.34 per 
ton on two carloads (96,750 pounds) 
of coke shipped from Leckrone, Pa., 
May 14 and 31, 1907, to Los Angeles; 
that such sum was unreasonable and 
unjust, as Transcontinental Freight 
Bureau Tariff ICC No 317 named 
commodity rates on coke of 52% cents 
per 100 pounds to Los Angeles, when 
from Cumberland-Piedmont, Con- 
nelisville, Pocahontas and New River 
districts, and same rate on black- 
smith coal from Pennsylvania mines 
to Los Angeles, and that $10.50 per 
~s _ is the proper rate. May l, 

17. 

Spreckels Bros. Commercial Co of Los 
Angeles, Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2407). 
Complainant alleges that about Sept. 
4, 1907, it received at Los Angeles, 
Cal., from Grays Landing, Pa., one 
carload (46,100 pounds) of coke, car- 
riers assessing freight at rate of 6614 
cents, which was unjust and unrea- 
sonable; that the proper rate was 
$10.50 per net ton. May 1, p 617. 

Spring Hill Coal Co of Jermyn, Pa., vs 
Erie et al (2439). Alleges it has been 
charged $2.40 per gross ton on coal 
shipments from Jermyn, Pa., to points 
on Buffalo division of P R R, and that 
proper rate should not exceed $2 per 
gross ton. May 8, p 645. 


Spruger, T. H., of El Paso, Tex., vs 
El Paso & S W et al (1952). Com- 
plainant alleges that he shipped on 
Oct. 9, 1908, two cars of furniture 
from Chicago, Ill., to El Paso, Tex.; 
that the minimum weight was as- 
sessed on first car at carload rating 
and that the part of shipment loaded 
in second car at actual weight at less 
than carload rating; that charges on 
two cars amounted to $287.07, which 
is unreasonable and unjust, as rea- 
sonable charge would have been 
$240.24. Jan. 9, p 4, Tariff Sec. 

Standard Asphalt & Rubber Co of Inde- 
pendence, Kan., vs A T & S F (1978). 
Alleges that defendant assesses rate 
of 17 cents on asphalt, from Inde- 
pendence, Kan., to Shawnee, Okla., 
which rate is unreasonable and un- 
just. The Commission is prayed to 
ag rate reduced. Jan. 9, p 4, Tar- 

ec. 


Standard Asphalt & Rubber Co of In- 
dependence, Kan., vs Mo Pac et al 
(2009). Complainant alleges that it 
shipped a car of asphalt from Inde- 
pendence, Kan., to Pine Bluff, Ark., 
which was refused at that point, and 
on that account was shipped from 
there to Springfield, Mo., at rates of 
25 cents for both movements; that 
rate from Independence, Kan., to Pine 
Bluff, Ark., has since been reduced to 
17 cents per 100 pounds, making rate 
of 25 cents unreasonable and unjust. 
Jan, 16, p 3, Tariff Sec. 


Stevens Grocer Co of Arkansas vs St 
LIM & §S et al (2424). Alleges it 
has been charged 82 cents per’ 100 
pounds on beans from Grand Rapids, 
Mich., to Newport, Ark., and that 
proper rate is 68 cents. May 8, p 645. 

Stewart, J. E., Produce Co of St. Louis, 
Mo., vs C M & St P et al (2070). Com- 
plainant alleges that on April 11, 1907, 
it shipped from Spring Valley, Minn., 
to Muskogee, I. T., car of potatoes, 
at rate of 43 cents; that this rate was 
unreasonable and unjust and should 
— exceeded 37 cents. Feb. 6, 
p 5 

Stockbridge Elevator Co of Jackson, 
Mich., vs Ann Arbor et al (2279). 
Complainant alleges that on March 26, 
1908, it shipped one car of corn from 
Custar, O., to Shepherd, Mich., freight 
being assessed at 13 cents, and that 
a combination rate on Toledo, O., of 
12 cents was in effect at time of ship- 
ment. April 3, p 483. 

Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal Co 
of Kansas City, Mo., vs C M & 8t 
P and Union Pacific (2163). Com- 
plainant alleges that on Dee. 2, 1908, 
it shipped car of oil meal, from Red 
Wing, Minn., to Wheaton, Kan., at 
rate of 22% cents; that this rate is 
unreasonable and unjust, as a rea- 
sonable rate would ve been 18% 
cents. Feb. 27, p 300. 


Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal 
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Co of Kansas City, Mo., vs A T & 
8 F (2217). Complainant alleges that 


in December, 1908, and February, 
1909, it shipped from Mineral Wells, 
Tex., two cars of cottonseed cake to 
Princeton and Burdick, Kan.; that 
rate applied was 32 cents; that rea- 
sonable rate would have been 25 
cents. March 20, p 439. 

Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal 
Co of Kansas City, Mo., vs A T & 
S F et al (2219). Complainant alleges 
that in December, 1908, and February, 
1909, it shipped from Mineral Wells, 
Tex., two cars of cottonseed cake to 
Burdick, Kan., and Princeton, Kan., 
at rate of 32 cents per 100 pounds; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
25 cents. March 20, p 439. 

Stone-Ordean-Wells Co of Duluth, 
Minn., vs B & O et al (2515). Alleges 
rate of 35 cents per 100 pounds on two 
carloads of canned tomatoes from 
Ridgely, Md., to Duluth, Minn., is ex- 
cessive and unreasonable and that 
proper rate is 28 cents per 100 pounds. 
June 5, p 798. 

Stone-Ordean- Wells Co of Duluth, 
Minn., vs Sou Pac et al (2602). Ex- 
cessive rate of $1.34 per 100 pounds 
freight on carload of canned goods 
from San Jose, Cal., to Roundup, 
Mont. Complainant alleges that the 
proper rate is $1. June 26, p 878. 

Stone-Ordean-Wells Co of Duluth, 
Minn., vs C M & St P et al (2603). 
Defendants charged $1.67 per 100 
pounds freight on a carload of dried 
fruit from Fresno, Cal., to Roundup, 
Mont. Complainants allege that 
proper rate should have been $1.10. 
June 29, p 878. 

Sundberg, Bengt. E., of Minneapolis, 
Minn., vs Gt Nor Express Co and Gt 
Nor (2175). Complainant alleges that 
the Gt Nor Express Co is owned, 
controlled and operated by the Gt 
Nor; that rates charged by express 
company between Minneapolis, Minn., 
and points in Wisconsin, Iowa, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana and 
Washington are unreasonable and un- 
just. March 6, p 346. 

Sundberg, Bengt. E.. of Minneapolis, 
Minn., vs Adams Express Co et al 
(2176). Complainant alleges that 
rates, rules and practices of the de- 
fendant express companies are un- 
reasonable and unjust, and the Com- 
mission is prayed to order a fair ad- 
justment. March 6, p 346, 

Sundberg Bengt. E., of Minneapolis, 
Minn., vs Wells, Fargo & Co. Com- 
plainant alleges that express charges 
between Minneapolis, Minn., and 
points in Iowa, Illinois, Nebraska, 

. Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Colorado, Utah, Arizona and Califor- 
nia are unreasonable and unjust. 
April 3, p 483. 

Sunderlund Bros. Co of Omaha, Neb., 
vs C & N W et al (2049). Complain- 
ant alleges that March 24, 1908, it 
shipped a car of rock salt from Lyons, 
Kan., to Lush, Wyo., at rate of 44 
cents, from Superior, Neb., to Lush, 
Wyo., which is unreasonable and un- 
just; that reasonable rate should have 
been 28 cents. Jan. 23, p 99. 

Sunnyside Coal Mining Co of Wyo vs 
D & RG et al (2282). Complainant 
alleges that on Aug. 28, 1908, it 
shipped 64,600 pounds of coal from 
Strong, .Colo., to Cottonwood, 'S. D., 
and was compelled to pay rate of $4 
per ton from Strong, Colo., to Rapid 
City, S&S. D., plus 11 cents per 100 
pounds, from Rapid City to Cotton- 
wood, plus $3 demurrage, and claims 
that a rate of 90 cents per ton from 
Rapid City to Cottonwood is just rate. 
April 10. p 499. _ . 


Superior Charcoal Co of Grand Rapids, 


Mich., vs Pere M et al (2491). om- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged excessive and improper 
freight rate on pig iron from Elk 
Rapids, Mich., to Hamilton and 
Brantford, Ont., and that proper rate 


ni $2.70 per gross ton. May 29, p 


Texas Grain & Elevator Co of Fort 


Worth, Tex., vs Tex & Pac et al 


(2468). Complainant alleges’ that 
proper rate on snapped corn to 
Clarksville, Tex., from Ninnekah, 


Okla., is 23 cents, and from Adding- 
ton, Okla., is 17 cents, whereas it 
was eee freight at rate of 28% 
cents and 21% cents, respectively. 
May 22, p 742. 














Thomas, A. L., of Green Bay, Wis., vs 
C & N W et al (2330). Complainant 
alleges that defendants assessed ex- 
cessive rate of 30 cents on shipment 
of potatoes from Green Bay, Wis., 
to Coalwood, Mich., Oct. 15, 1908, and 
that fair rate should be 22 cents. 
May 1, p 617. 

Thomas, A. L., of Green Bay, Wis., 
vs C & N W et al (2331). Complain- 
ant alleges that June 24, 1907, he 
shipped 4,630 pounds of potatoes from 
Pewaukee, Wis,., to Coalwood, Mich., 
carriers assessing excessive rate of 
48 cents; that proper rate should not 
exceed 20 cents; that an illegal rate 
of 30 cents was in effect between 
Chicago (or Milwaukee) and Coalwood 
at time of this shipment; that Pe- 
waukee is 216 miles nearer to Coal- 
wood than is Chicago, and 133 miles 
nearer Coalwood than is Milwaukee. 
May 1, p 617. 

Transportation Bureau of Seattle 
(Wash.), Chamber of Commerce and 
Tacoma (Wash.) Traffic Association 
vs Nor Pac et al (2545). Alleges 
freight. rates on classes and com- 
modities between Seattle, ‘Tacoma, 
etc., Wash., and points in Idaho, 
Washington, Oregon, Montana and 
North Dakota, are excessive, unjust 
and unreasonable, and discriminate 
against. Seattle, Tacoma, Portland, 
Vancouver, Everett, Lowell, Snohom- 
a and Bellingham, Wash. June 12, 
p 823. 

Traugott, Schmidt & Sons of Detroit, 
Mich., vs Mich Cent et al (2242). 
Alleges that on Dec. 1, ¥907, defend- 
ant carriers withdrew their sorting 
and grading arrangement on wool at 
Detroit, Mich., which is unreasonable 
and unjust, and Commission is prayed 
to order the restoration of the ar- 
rangement. March 27, p 460. 

Tritch, George, Hardware Co of Chi- 
cago, Ill., vs CRI & wv (2082). Com- 
plainant alleges that Jan, 2, 1908, it 
shipped car of hand agricutural im- 
plements from Omaha, Neb., to Den- 
ver, Colo., at rate of 80 cents, mini- 
mum 30,000 pounds, which is unrea- 
sonable and unjust; that reasonable 
rate would have been 80 cents, with 
ee of 25,000 pounds. Feb. 6, 
P 173. 

Truck Growers’ Assn of Charleston Dis- 
trict, S. C., vs A CL et al (2528). 
Alleges rates and refrigeration from 
points in Charleston district to points 
in Maryland, Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York, Massachu- 
setts and District of Columbia are 
excessive and unreasonable, as 
compared with rates from points in 
Georgia, Oklahoma, Texas and Cali- 
fornia. June 5, p 798. 

Turnbull Co, F. M., of New York, N. Y., 
vs Erie (2051). Complainant alleges 
that track storage charges enforced 
at New York, N. Y., are unreason- 
able and unjust and because of such 
fact has suffered loss to the extent 
of $756, for which reparation is 
claimed. Jan. 23, p 99. 

Tyler, B. F., Commission Co of Kansas 
City, Mo., vs C M & St P (2351). 
Complainant alleges that July, 1907, 
it shipped carload of hay from Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to Clinton, Ia., said 
shipment originating on the Mo Pac 
at Batesville, Kan.; that it paid un- 
just and unreasonable rate of 17 cents 
instead of just and reasonable rate 
of 12% cents. April 24, p 592. 


Ullman, Joseph, of New York, N. Y., 


vs Adams Express Co and U 8S Ex- 
press Co (2106). Complainant alleges 
that prior to Nov. 1, 1907, defendant 
express companies exacted for trans- 
portation of furs, from St. Paul, 
Minn., to New York, N. Y., rate of 
$3 per 100 pounds; and since Nov. 1, 
1907, have exacted a rate of $4.50; 
that this rate is unreasonable and 
unjust and should not have exceeded 
reasonable rate, as determined by 
Commission, of $3.50. Feb. 13, p 215. 


Union Match Co of Duluth, Minn., vs 


C M & St P et al (2590). Complain- 
ant alleges that proper rate on 
matches in carload from Duluth, 
Minn., to Salt Lake City, Utah, is 
$1.21, minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
instead of $1.60 on 24,760 pounds, as 
has been charged it. June 19, p 848. 


Union Sand & Material Co of St, Louis, 


Mo., vs C M & St P and Wabash 
(2467). Complainant alleges that it 
was charged excessive freight rate of 
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Complaints - Union 





16% cents per 100 pounds for trans- 
rting carload of cement and plaster 

rom St, Louis, Mo., to Linby, Ia., 

coe ae 11 cents is proper rate. May 
» PD . 

United States of America, by H. L. Sat- 
terlee, Assistant Secretary of the Navy, 
vs NY NH & H et al (2091). Com- 
plainant alleges that Jan. 31, 1907, 
car of smokeless powder was shipped 
from Newport, R. I., to Washington, 
D, C., at rate of $1.12, which rate is 
unreasonable and unjust, as reason- 
able rate would not have exceeded 45 
cents. Feb. 6, p 173. 

United States of America, by Beekman 
Winthrop, Acting Secretary of the 
Navy, vs N Y N H & H et al (2519). 
Complainant alleges that it has been 
charged $2.15 per 100 pounds on ship- 
ments of torpedo warheads, loaded 
with wet gun cotton, from Newport, 
R. I., to Norfolk, Va.; that such charge 
is unreasonable and excessive; that 
this commodity is entitled to a classi- 
fication not higher than second-class 
L C L and fourth-class C L, and that 
reasonable and just charge would be 
70M per 100 pounds. June 5, p 

Updike Grain Co of Omaha, Neb., vs C 
M & St P (2614). Excessive rate of 
22% cents on a carload of flax from 
Council Bluffs, Ia., to Minneapolis, 
Minn. Complainant alleges that the 
proper rate should be 16% cents. June 
29, p 878. 

Utah: See under “Salt Lake City, 
Commercial Club Traffic Bureau of— 
Rate Adjustment.”’ 

Vanness, John W., of Warwick, N. Y., 
vs L & Het al (2568). Alleges that 
he has been charged excessive rate 
of 42 cents per 100 pounds freight on 
carload of horses shipped from Cham- 
bersburg, Pa., to Warwick, N. Y., 
and claims that 33 cents per 100 
pounds is proper freight rate. June 
12, p 822. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co vs C R 

« I & P (2151). Alleges that rates on 
fertilizer, C L, and L C L, from 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in Arkan- 
sas are unreasonable and unjust, and 
the Commission is prayed to order 
defendant carrier to restore the rates 
which were in effect on Dec. 26, 1907, 
and prior thereto. Feb. 27, p 300. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co vs S A 
Land L & N (2188). Complainant 
alleges that on a shipment of sul- 
phate of ammonia, C L, from Eus- 
ley, Ark., to Gainesville, Fla., made 
June 25, 1908, an overcharge of $26.27 
accrued, for which reparation is 
claimed. March 13, p 384. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co of New 
Jersey vs St LIM & S et al (2617- 
2618). Alleges that present carload 
and less-than-car-load freight rates 
on fertilizers from Memphis, Tenn., 
to points in Arkansas are excessive 
and unreasonable; that C. L. rates in 
some cases have been increased 33 1-3 
per cent and L C L rates 233 per 
cent, and that increases average 30 
per cent C L and 150 per cent LC L. 
Reasonable and just rates are re- 
quested. June 26, p 878. 

Voss-Barbee Mfg Co, by Merchants’ 
Frt Bureau vs Erie et al (2173). 
Complainant alleges that on May 28, 
1908, it shipped a carload of harness 
leather from Buffalo, N. Y., to Little 
Rock, Ark., at rate of 68 cents; that 
this rate was unreasonable and un- 
just, as rate made on East St. Louis 
combination was only 51% cents. 
March 6, p 346. 

Waco Freight Bureau of - Waco, 
et al vs Houston & T C et al. Alleges 
that defendants demand _ excessive 
freight rate of 72 cents on C L snip- 
ments of bananas (imported) via New 
Orleans, La., to Texas common 
points, and claim that 42 cents per 
100 pounds, plus loading expense, 
would be just and reasonable rate. 
May 29, p 774. 

Waller, A., & Co., of Henderson, Ky. 
vs Ill Cent (2350). Complainant al- 
leges that in 1906 it shipped fifty-six 
cars of corn and eight cars of oais 
from Omaha, Neb., and Council Bluffs, 
Ia., to Henderson, Ky., paying a rate 
of 13 cents an thirty-six cars and oro 
cents on twenty-eight cars, both o 
such rates being unjust and exces- 
sive; that rates of 4 cents less than 
above rates would be just and proper, 
April 24, p 592. 


ES 


Tex., 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





Complaints - White 21 





Wells-Higman Co of St. Joseph, Mich. 


vs St LIM & S (2109). Complainant 
alleges that it shipped eight cars of 
baskets from Memphis, Tenn., to Ho- 
ratio, Ark., at rate of 73 cents; that 
rate should not have exceeded 30 
cents. Feb, 20, p 270. 


Wells-Higman Co of St. Joseph, Mo., 


vs Grand R & I et al (2167). Com- 
plainant alleges that on April 18, 1908, 
it shipped car of baskets from Trav- 
erse City, Mich., to Chicago, Ill., at 
rate of 10 cents per 100 pounds; that 
upon arrival of car at destination $28 
additional was collected, it being 
claimed that the car had been sent 
across Lake Michigan, by Pere Mar- 
quette car ferry, to Chicago, via 
which route 10-cent rate was not ap- 
plicable, and rate of 32 cents per 100 
pounds was charged. Reparation is 
claimed. Feb. 27, 300 


Wheeler Lumber Bridge & Supply Co. 
t P 


of Des Moines, Ia., vs C M&S 
and C & N W (2244). Complainant 
alleges that on June 5, 1907, it shipped 
car of posts from Wittenberg, Wis, 
to Whittemore, Ia., at rate of 26% 
cents per 100 pounds; that rate via 
Mason City, Ia., would make 21.32 
cents per 100 pounds, which is rea- 
sonable rate. March 27, p 460. 


Wheeling Corrugating Co. of Wheeling, 


W. Va., vs B&O etal (2086). Com- 
plainant alleges that on Oct. 31, 1908, 
it shipped a car of iron roofing from 
Wheeling, W. Va., to Nowata, Okla., 
at rate of 65% cents; that rate should 
have been 63% cents. Feb. 6, p 173. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac Co et al (2277). Complain- 
ants allege that during 1907 and 1908 
they shipped ten cars of oak lumber 
from DeValls Bluffs, Ark., to San 
Francisco, Cal., at rate of 85 cents; 
that such rate was improper and ex- 
cessive and that a rate of 75 cents 
was placed in effect Aug. 1, 1908. 
April 3, p 483. 


White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2197). Complainants 
allege that on certain shipments of 
hardwood lumber, C L, from DeValls 
Bluff, Ark., to San Francisco, Cal., 
a rate of 85 cents was charged; that 
rate should not have exceeded 75 
cents. March 13, p 384. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2272). Complainants 
allege that they shipped carload of 
lumber on Sept. 25, 1907, from Ho- 
man, Ark., to San Franciscq Cal., 
at rate of 85 cents, and allege that 
- cme was the proper rate. April 
3,D 


White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2276). Complainants 
allege that they shipped three cars of 
oak lumber from Portland, Ark., to 
San Francisco, Cal., during Septem- 
ber, 1907, and April, 1908, at rate of 
85 cents; that such rate was unrea- 


sonable; that 75 cents is a just and | 


proper rate. April 3, p 483. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


AT & S F and St L & S F (2302). 
Complainants allege that in 1907 they 
shipped four carloads of oak lumber 
from Jonesboro, Ark., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., at 85 cents, which is an 
unjust and unreasonable rate; that 
sane or a have been 75 cents. April 
‘ 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2303). Complainants 
allege that they shipped 63,500 pounds 
of oak lumber on Oct. 29, 1907, from 
Judsonia, Ark., to San Francisco, 
Cal., at rate of 85 cents, which was 
excessive; that defendant placed in 
effect Aug. 1, 1908, a rate of 75 cents, 
resulting from order of I C C No. 
1188 (Burgess vs Transcontinental 
Freight Bureau.) April 17, p 545. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2304). Complainants 
allege that about Aug. 10, 1907, they 
shipped one carload of oak lumber 
from Harrison, Ark., to Stockton, 
Cal., at rate of 85 cents, which was 
excessive; that as a result of IC C 
order 1188, defendants placed a rate 
of 75 cents in effect Aug. 1, 1908. 
April 17, p 545. 

White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2305). Complainants 
allege that on Sept. 17, 1907, they 
shipped one car of oak lumber from 
Walnut Ridge, Ark., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., at 85 cents, and ask that 
reparation be awarded in the sum of 





$41.60, as defendants placed a rate of 
- — in effect Aug. 1, 1908. April 
> Pp ° 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2306). Complainants 
allege that they shipped a carload of 
lumber from New Augusta, Ark., to 
San Francisco, Cal., on Sept. 11, 1907, 
at 85 cents, and claim proper rate 
was 75 cents. April 17, p 546. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2307.) Complainants 
allege that on Oct. 3, 1907, they 
shipped car of ash lumber from 
Thebes, Ill., to San Francisco, Cal., 
at 85 cents per 100 pounds; that 75 
cents is proper rate. April 17, p 5465. 


White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2308, 2309, 2310, 2311). 
Complainants allege an overcharge of 
10 cents per 100 pounds on following 
shipments of lumber to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., during years 1907-1908: 
Nine cars from Shultz, Ark.; four 
cars from Homan, Ark.; three cars 
from Halley, Ark.; five cars from 
Memphis, Tenn. Complainants allege 
that 75 cents is proper rate. April 
17, p 545. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2319, 2320, 2321, 2322, 
2323). Complainants allege an over- 
charge of 10 cents per 100 pounds on 
following shipments of lumber re- 
ceived at San Francisco: Substance 
same as preceding complaints. April 
17, p 544. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


AT & S F et al (2333, 2334, 2335). 
Complainants allege that on Oct, 31, 
1907, they shipped carload of oak 
lumber from Lyon, Miss., to Oakland, 
Cal.; June 24, 1908, one car of same 
from Portland, Ark., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; Jan. 22, 1908, one car of 
same from Portia, Ark, to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; that the unjust rate of 
85 cents was charged; that 75 cents 
is the proper rate. April 17, p 545. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac and A T & S F et al (2340 
to 2346, inclusive). Complainants al- 
lege that during year 1907 they paid 
excessive rate of 85 cents on nine 
ears of oak and hardwood lumber 
shipped from New Albany, Miss., Ho- 
man, Halley, Shultz and Black Rock, 
Ark., and Memphis, Tenn.; that $81 
cents is the proper rate from New 
Albany, Miss., and 75 cents from the 
other points. April 17, p 545. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


A T & S F and Sou Pac et al (2355, 
2356 and 2357—2363 to 2368, inclusive). 
Complainants allege that carriers as- 
sessed unjust rate of 85 cents on 
shipments of lumber received at San 
Francisco, Cal., during the years 1907 
and 1908; three cars from Denver, 
Ind.; three from Paducah, Ky.; four 
from Inverness, Miss.; one from 
Chancy, Miss.; one from Hinchcliff, 
Miss.: two from Hopkinsville, Ky.; 
two from. Sardis, Miss., amd one car 
from Grand Rapids, Mich.; that the 
proper rates should have been as fol- 
lows: From Denver, Ind., 82% cents; 
from Paducah and Sardis, 81 cents; 
from Hopkinsville and Grand Rapids, 
84 cents, and from Chancy, Inverness 
and Hinchcliff, 79 cents; that all of 
these shipments were routed either 
via Chicago, Cairo, Memphis or 
Clarksville, and that carriers placed 
a 75-cent rate in effect Aug. 1, 1908, 
from those last-named junction points 
to San Francisco, as a result of I C 
C decision. (Case No. 1138.) May 
1, p 617. 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 


Sou Pac et al (2377-2378). Complain- 
ants allege that on Oct. 23 and June 
29, 1907, they paid excessive rate of 85 
cents on carload of hardwood lumber 
shipped from La Fontaine, Ind., to 
South Vallejo, Cal, also on carload 
of rough lumber from same point to 
San Francisco; that 84 cents is proper 
rate, based as follows: .La Fontaine 
to Chicago, 9 cents; Chicago to des- 
tination, 75 cents. May 1, p 61% 

White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2389, 2390, 2391). 
Charge on lumber from Kokomo, Ind., 
Hincheliff, Miss., and Indianapolis, 
Ind., to San Francisco, Cal. Com- 
plainants allege that the proper rates 
should have been 83% cents from 
Kokomo, 79 cents from Hinchcliff and 
~ —_ from Indianapolis. May 1, 
Pp 617. 




















































































































































Complaints - White 


White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2402). Complainants 
allege that they were charged ex- 
cessive rate of 85 cents on carload of 
hardwood iumber shipped from 
Charleston, Miss., to Oakland, Cal., 
Nov. 6, 1908; that proper rate was 80 
cents, as follows: Charleston, Miss., to 
Clarksdale, Miss., 5 cents; Clarksdale, 
ane e destination, 75 cents. May 
» Pp : 

White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2416). Alleged over- 
charge on ash lumber from Columbia 
City, Ind., to San Francisco, Cal., 
April 18, 1907. Complainants allege 
that carriers charged freight at rate 
of 85 cents, and that proper rate 
oy have been 83% cents. May 15, 
Pp 5 

White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
A T&S F etal (2417). Complainants 
allege that they were charged 85 cents 
on carload of hardwood lumber from 
Two Rivers, Wis., to San Francisco, 
Cal., July 22, 1908, and proper rate 
— have been 75 cents. May 15, 
p 682. . 

White Bros, of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
A: T S F et al (2436). Alleged 
overcharge on lumber from La Fon- 
taine, Ind., to San Francisco, Cal. 
Complainants allege that 84 cents was 
the proper rate. May 15, p 682. 

White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2576 and 2577). Com- 
plainants allege that they have been 
charged 85 cents on oak lumber from 
Jonesboro, Ark., and Charleston, 
Miss., to San Francisco, Cal., and 
that proper rates should have been 
75 cents from Jonesboro and 83% 
a from Charleston. June 19, p 


White Bros. of San Francisco, Cal., vs 
CCC & St L et al (2608-9-10). De- 
fendants charged 85 cents freight on 
lumber from Marion, Ind., and In- 
dianapolis, Ind., and Inverness, Miss., 
to San Francisco, Cal. Complainants 
allege that 84 cents is proper rate 
from Marion and Indianapolis, and 80 
cents from Inverness. June 29, p 878. 

Wholesale Fruit and Produce Associa- 
tion of Chicago, Ill, vs A T&S F 
et al (2110). Alleges that up to Jan. 
1, 1908, it was rule and practice of 
defendants to require consignee to 
load and unload cars of bulk produce, 
but that defendants loaded and un- 
loaded cars of package. produce; that, 
effective Jan. 1, 1908, defendant car- 
riers declined to further perform this 
service, even as to loading or un- 
loading package produce, which is 
unreasonable and unjust. Feb. 27, 


p 300. 

Wilckes-Martin-Wilckes Co of Camden, 
N. J., vs P R Ret al (2474). Com- 
plainant alleges that it was compelled 
to pay exorbitant freight rate of 37% 
cents on carbon black from Harris- 
ville, W. Va., to Camden, N. J.; that 
rate via B & O and Lorama R R is 28 
cents for haul to Philadelphia, Pa. 
(P & R delivery), in Camden. Com- 
plainant prays that rate not exceed- 
ing 28% cents be placed in effect. 
May 22, p 742. 

Wiffler, J. J., of Yonkers, N. Y., vs N Y¥ 
C & H R (2396). Alleged excessive 
charges for car service at Yonkers, 
N. Y., by reason of defendant’s incor- 
rect computation of “free time.’’ May 


1, p 617. 

Windsor Milling & Elevator Co, The, 
of Windsor, Colo., vs Colo & Sou 
et al (2347). Complainant alleges 
that it shipped carload of flour Feb. 
5, 1908, from Windsor, Colo., to Ab- 
beville, La., paying 77 cents to Mid- 
land, La., plus arbitrary of 5 cents 
to Abbeville; that 77 cents is unjust 
and claims 45 cents to be proper rate, 
such rate being in effect at the time 
of the shipment from Windsor, Colo., 
to New Orleans, La. April 17, p 545. 

Winona Malting Co of inona, Minn., 
vs C M & St P (2612). Excessive 
charge of 13% cents on two carloads 
of malt from Winona, Minn., to Kan- 
sas City, Mo.. Complainant alleges 
that 10 cents is proper rate. June 
29, p 878. 

Wisconsin Bridge & Iron Co of Wis- 
consin vs C M & St P et al (2894). 
Complainant alleges that proper rate 
on shipments of bridge material from 
Milwaukee, Wis., to Sour Lake, Tex., 
should have been $6.63 per net ton. 
May 1, p 617. 

























































































































Wisconsin Pul 
of Chicago, Ill., vs Pere M and C M 
& St P (2593). Complainant alleges 
that it has been charged 34 cents on 
shipment of iron cores from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Grand Rapids, Wis., 
and that proper rate should have been 
25% cents. June 19, p 848. 























CONCENTRATION 
Unreasonable Rules: A rule which 
provided that through rates with 














transit privileges could be secured 
only upon condition that the ship 
ping bills at originating point showed 
ultimate destination; Held, Unrea- 
sonable. Roper Lumber-Cedar Co 
vs C & N W (1798), 16 I C C Rep, 
382; June 26; p 868. 


CONN, George Chester 


Appointment: Leaves general freight 
agency of Minneapolis, St Paul & 
Sault Ste Marie railway to become 
traffic manager of the Pere Mar- 
quette; April 17, p 554. 


CONSOLIDATED CARLOADS 


Courts: United States Circuit Court, 
southern district of New York, per- 
manently enjoins Interstate Com- 
merece Commission from_ enforcing 
its orders in Export Shipping Co 
cases in which carriers were ordered 
to accept consolidated carloads from 
freight forwarders at carload rates; 
June 12, p 820. . 


CONTRACTS 


Rates: There is no such thing as a 
contract between a railroad and a 
shipper that a certain rate shall be 
charged, for the railroad rate is a 
matter of public concern, which 
cannot ordinarily be made the sub- 
ject of a private contract. Beatrice 
Creamery Co etc... vs Ill Cent ete. 
(1162, 1292, 1541), 15 I C C Rep, 109; 
Jan. 30, p 116. 


COOKE, Samuel J. 




























































































Appointment: Made general agent of 
Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville 
railway, vice M. Hunter, resigned; 
Jan. 9, p 34. 

CORDAGE 
See ‘Rope and Cordage.” 
CORN 


See-also “Grain and Grain Products.” 

Humboldt and Pawnee, Neb., to At- 
wood and St. Francis, Kan.: Held, 
That rate on snapped corn should not 
exceed 13.6 cents. Cooper vs C B & 
Q (1734), 15 I C C Rep, 324; Feb. 20, 


p 238. 
Okemah, Okla., to Terrell, Tex.: Held, 
That rate should not exceed 23% 


cents. Tully Grain Co vs Fort Smith 
& W et al (1901), 16 I C C Rep, 25; 
April 24, p 577. 


CORPORATIONS 


Rebating: Held, That a corporation 
can commit the crime of rebating 
and be held punishable for the of- 


fense. U S Supreme Court in N Y C 

& H Rvs U §S (No. 57—— October 

Term, 1908); March 6, p 347. 
COTTON 


Alachua, Gainesville and Hawthorne, 
Fla., to Savannah, Ga.: Held, That 
rate on sea island cotton via Sea- 
board Air Line should not exceed 
39 cents. Fla R R Com vs S A IL 
et al (1759), 16 I C C Rep, 1; April 


17. p 525. 

Hermanville, Miss., to New Orleans. 
La.: Held, That rate on compressed 
cotton should not exceed by more 
than’ 2 cents the rate from Port 
Gibson, Miss., to New Orleans. 
Planters’ Gin & Compress Co vs 
Yazoo & M V (1478), 16 I C C Rep, 
131; May 8, p 641. 

Marshall, Tex., to East St. Louis, Ill: 
Held, That rate of $1.37 as part of 
through rate to Biddeford, Me., was 


unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeded 60 cents, which is held 
reasonable. Pepperell Mfg Co vs 


Tex Sou et al (2108). 16 I C C Rep, 
353; June 19, p 839. 

Memphis, Tenn., From Vincent, Ark.: 
Held, That rate on uncompressed 
cotton should not exceed 15 cents. 
Barton, Reisinger, Davis Co vs St 
LIM & Sou (1745), 15 I C C Rep, 
222; Feb. 20, p 244. 
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Cc 
with Un 
Attorney’s Fees: That section of Hep- for north 
burn act permitting recovery by ern divis 
plaintiff of reasonable attorney’s fees D 647. 
in’ suits for violation of aforesaid Kindel Ca: 
statute is within power of Congress of comp! 
and a valid regulation of interstate cuit Cou 
commerce. Riverside Mills vs AC L trict of | 
(C C, s. d. Ga.); June 19, p 849. ing that 
Commission Does Not Assess: The merece C 
Commission does not assess costs; enjoined 
nor does it allow attorney’s fees, mission 
Washer Grain Co vs Mo Pac (1205), its order 
15 IC C Rep. 147; Feb. 6, p 162. stitution 
plainants 
COURTS, Federal due pro 
Alabama: See ‘‘Alabama—Rate Liti- order is 
gation.”’ as basir 
Arkansas: See “Arkansas—Rate Liti- rates al 
gation.” to ebey 
Coal: For injunctions issued to re- to long- 
strain carriers from filing tariffs ditions; 
with Interstate Commerce Commis- Loading ¢ 
sion advancing rates from West Louisvill 
Virginia fields to lake ports, see suit to. 
“‘Coal—Courts.”’ to load 
Consolidated’ Carloads: Circuit Court, p 103. 
southern district of New York, is- Lumber 
sues permanent injunction against mission, 
’ order of Interstate Commerce Com- answer 
mission in Export Shipping Co cases, Minn., 
in which carriers were ordered to et al | 
accept consolidated carloads from Coast I 
freight forwarders at carload rates; et al vi 
June 12, 20. western 
Discrimination: Verdict of $1 awarded turers 
C. Lynde in suit instituted in Cir- which 1 
euit Court, second circuit, against pounds 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western riers pra 
on ground that defendant had denied denies 1 
complainant right to peddle produce mission 
directly from freight yards while within 
according that privilege to others; to Cons 
May 29, p 785. was wi 
Elevation Allowances: Union Pacific to ente 
ordered to pay Updike Grain Co 2,p 3. 
et al reparation awarded by Inter- Lumber: 
state Commerce Commission for fail- Montan: 
ure of carrier to make complainant’s Kalispe! 
elevation allowances while contem- Norther! 
poraneously making such allowances rates o 
to their competitors; May 29, p 1772. of juris 
—See “Decisions.” Misbilling 
Grain Used for Export Flour: Circuit plead | 
Court, second judicial circuit, de- high-gr 
nies New York Central & Hudson calico | 
River injunction against enforcement Court, | 
of Interstate Commerce Commis- York; . 
sion’s order in Hecker-Jones-Jewell Missouri 
Milling Co vs Baltimore & Ohio et son. D 
al, in which Commission held that holding 
flour milled in transit at interior rate ar 
points should not be given lower confisc¢ 
rate for export than grain of com- Pp 389. 
plainant at New York, which is —For | 
subsequently ground into’ export ing ou 
flour; Feb. 13, p 218. ing wi 
Hours of Service Law: United States senger 
Circuit Court, fourth circuit, dis- ‘Rate 
misses suit for injunction brought Missouri 
by Baltimore & Ohio and ten other ment | 
eastern roads against Interstate norther 
Commerce Commission to enjoin divisio: 
compulsion of monthly reports of porary 
violations of hours of service law; that < 
March 20, p 446. order 
Indiana: Noble C. Butler, special Dry G 
master in chancery, returns finding et al | 
in favor of Vandalia railroad in in- under 
vestigation of charge made in that Nebrask: 
road’s bill of complaint that freight of Ap) 
rate schedule promulgated by state appeal 
railroad commission placed rates so Northy 
low that returns under it would not & Pac 
pay operating expenses; holds, roads 
Schedule would deprive carrier of grain 
property without due process of law; railroa 
March 20, p 445. : in sim 
Indiana: Suit of state railroad com- that 
mission .against Lake Erie & West- schedt 
ern and Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chi- was | 
cago & St Louis in the matter of p 680 
injunction against carriers for re- Nevada: 
fusal to interchange freight with trict « 
Chicago, Cincinnati & Louisville at of ac 
Muncie, dismissed on motion of missic 
plaintiff; Feb. 20, p 270. Orders 
Jurisdiction of Commission: Chicago, untar 
Milwaukee & St Paul files bill of filing 
complaint asking that that part of the e 
the order of Interstate Commerce state 
Commission in Red Wing Linseed rate | 
Co vs C M & St P directing the that 1 
maintenance of the lower rate for sion 
period of two years be dismissed long : 
On ground that Commission was CM 
without authority to so order, said cir.); 
rate, which Commission found to be Portlan. 
reasonable, having been reduced : files 
prior to filing of complaint upon court, 
which findings of Interstate Board that 
were based; bill of complaint filed 


Comn 





we 2 72 7 @ wy 


~ 


oe OO ee ort ee 


« M@ti mit Oe 





Courts - Federal 


with United States Circuit Court 
for northern district of Illinois, east- 
oe STeEOR, given in full; May 8, 
p ‘ 


Kindel Case: Western roads file bill 


of complaint in United States Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals, northern dis- 
trict of Illinois, eastern division, ask- 
ing that order of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in this case be 
enjoined on the grounds that Com- 
mission exceeded its powers; that 
its order is violative of federal con- 
stitution in that it deprives com- 
plainants of their property without 
due process of law; that intent of 
order is to destroy Missouri River 
as basing point; that Commission’s 
rates are discriminatory and that 
to ebey order would work havoc 
to long-established commercial con- 
ditions; May 22, pp 741-743. 


Loading Cars: M. Sabel & Sons, of 


Louisville, Ky., institute injunction 
suit to compel Pennsylvania railroad 
to load carload freight; Jan. 23, 


p 103. 

Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, by Luther M. Walter, files 
answer in Circuit Court at St. Paul, 
Minn., to suit of Northern Pacific 
et al attacking orders in Pacific 
Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ Assn 
et al vs Nor Pac et al and South- 
western Washington Lumber Manufac- 
turers’ Association et al vs. same, in 
which reductions of 5 cents per 100 
pounds were ordered and which car- 
riers prayed court to set aside. Answer 
denies that rates prescribed by Com- 
mission are unjust or unreasonable 
within meaning of fifth amendment 
to Constitution, or that Commission 
was without constitutional authority 
to _— orders complained of; Jan. 
2,p 3. 


Lumber: Judge Hunt, District Court, 


Montana, dismisses complaint of 
Kalispell Lumber Co et al. vs Great 
Northern to restrain filing of higher 
rates on lumber on ground of lack 
of jurisdiction; April 10, p 514. 


Misbilling: Hermann, Aukan & Co. 


plead guilty to charge of billing 
high-grade handkerchiefs, etc., at 
calico rates; fined $1,000 in District 
Court, southern district of New 
York; Jan. 16, p 49. 


Missouri Rate Laws: Judge McPher- 


son. District court, renders decision 
holding Missouri maximum freight 
rate and 2-cent passenger fare laws 
en and invalid; March 13, 
p : 

—For details of the litigation grow- 
ing out of Judge McPherson’s hold- 
ing with respect to the 2-cent pas- 
senger fare law in this state, see 
“Rate Litigation,’’ under ‘‘Missouri.’’ 


Missouri River Class Rates: Govern- 


ment files petition in Circuit court, 
northern district of Illinois, eastern 
division, for dissolution of tem- 
porary restraining order issued by 
that court against enforcement of 
order_in Burnham, Hanna, Munger 
Dry Goods Co et al vs C RI & P 
et al (April 3, p 478). Motion taken 
under advisement. April 24, p 598. 


Nebraska: United States Circuit Court 


of Appeals, eighth circuit, dismisses 
appeals of Union Pacific, Chicago & 
Northwestern, Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific and Missouri Pacific rail- 
roads from enforcement of tentative 
grain schedule proposed by state 
railroad commission; follows decision 
in similar case in which it was held 
that carrier in seeking to enjoin 
schedule before it went into effect 
we acting prematurely; May 15, 


p e 
Nevada: Judge E. S. Farrington, Dis- 


trict court, sustains constitutionality 
of act creating state railroad com- 
mission; March 20, p 443 


Orders of the Commission: The vol- 


untary reduction, subsequent to the 
filing of a complaint but prior to 
the entering of the order of Inter- 
state Commerce* Commission, of 9 
rate to a figure held reasonable by 
that body does not deprive Commis- 
sion of authority to prescribe how 
long said rate shall remain in effect. 
CM &&8t Pw ltl CC CC A; Tth 
cir.); April 24, p 595. 


. Portland Gateway: Northern Pacific 


files bill of complaint in Circuit 
court, district of Minnesota, asking 
that order of Interstate Commerce 
Commission in the Matter of 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


Through Passenger Routes via Port- 
land, Ore., be enjoined, contending 
that route via its lines is satisfac- 
tory; that order would unjustly de- 
prive complainant of large amount 
of revenue; would force it to turn 
over use of its terminals at Seattle 
and Tacoma, Wash., to Union Pa- 
cific without due compensation there- 
for, and would- result in irreparable 
injury to complainant; bill of com- 
plaint in full. (May 29, p 768.) Court 
holds that satisfactory route existed 
prior to Commission’s order, grants 
interlocutory decree and orders 
Northern Pacific to give bond for $50,- 
000 to cover any damages that may 
result from temporary order if not 
sustained; June 12, p 824 


Rates, Joint: Chicago, Milwaukee & 


St Paul files bill of complaint in 
Circuit court,, northern district of 
Illinois, for injunction against order 
of Interstate Commerce Commission 
in Cardiff Coal Co case; see under 
‘*Rates, Joint—Courts.”’ 


Rebates: Booth & Co; Judge Lan- 


dis, District court, northern distriet 
of Illinois, fines A. Booth & Co 
$1,000 on charge of accepting re- 
bates from New York, Chicago & 
St Louis and Lehigh Valley rail- 
roads; May 29. p 784. 
—Buffalo & Susquehanna and Erie 
railroads are indicted by federal grand 
jury; at Rochester, N. Y., on charge 
of granting rebates to Buffalo & Sus- 
quehanna Coal Mining Co and latter 
on ——— of accepting same; May 29, 
785. 
PY. D. Bunch, of Little Rock, Ark., 
pleads guilty to ten counts of in- 
dictment charging him with accept- 
ing rebates from Missouri Pacific 
and St Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern; fined $15,000; remaining 
forty counts dismissed; Jan. 2, p 3. 
—Canadian Pacific railway indicted 
in Vermont on 21 counts on charge 
of giving rebates; Quaker Oats com- 
pany, on charge of receiving same; 
Mardh 13, p 391. 
—Circuit Court of Appeals, ninth 
circuit, reverses judgment in United 
States vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe, in which fine of $330,000 was 
returned against defendant on charge 
of granting rebates to Grand Canyon 
Lime & Cement Company; appellate 
court holds trial court erred in not 
allowing jury to consider question of 
intent; case remanded for new trial. 
(May 15, p 685.) Government plans 
to make application for rehearing; 
May 29 Pp 784. 
—E. Hic elberger & Co., coal oper- 
ators of Clearfield county, Pennsyl- 
vania, file suit in district court to 
recover damages from Pennsylvania 
railroad for alleged payment of un- 
lawful allowances to competitor; 
March 27, 455. 
—Illinois Glass Co et al United States 
District court, southern district of 
Illinois, Judge Humphrey, fines Illi- 
nois Glass Co and Illinois Terminal 
Ry $12,000 and $4,000, respectively, 
on rebating charge, indictment hav- 
ing been returned against carrier 
for failure to file schedules with In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. It 
was charged that glass company 
had factories at Alton, Ill., and Gas 
City, Ind.; that when an order was 
received works at Alton forwarded 
it to Gas City; that car would then 
be stopped at Alton and more glass 
loaded into it and then be sent for- 
ward as if coming direct from Gas 
City: Feb. 27, p 311. 
—Missouri, Kansas & Texas fined 
$2,000 in court at Kansas City, Mo., 
on charge of departing from _ its 
legally: published rates on grain ship- 
ments from Oklahoma points to 
Kansas City; May 22, p 754. 
—Missouri Pacific & St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern railroads enter 
pleas of guilty in United States Dis- 
trict court, eastern district of Ark- 
ansas, and are fined $15,000 on 
charge of granting rebates on grain 
shipments; June 12, p 829. 
—New York Central & Hudson River 
railroad pleads guilty to charge of 
granting rebates on shipments of 
cooperage supplies; fined $10,000 in 
Circuit court. district of New York; 
April 3, p 485. 
—Pacific Mail Steamship Co: Gov- 
ernment appeals frof decision of 
Judge De Haven to Supreme court; 
May 22, p 742. 
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—Philadelphia & Reading is indicted 
by grand jury at Philadelphia, Pa., on 
the charge of having carried ship- 
.-ment of beet sugar, shipped from 
Germany to Alberta, Canada, from 
Philadelphia at less than its legully 
published rates; case hinges on deter- 
mination of what constitutes original 
point of shipment—Germany or 
Philadelphia; June 26, p 883. 
—Southern Pacific Co: Indictment on 
15 counts returned by federal grand 
jury in Carson City, Nev., charging 
carrier with granting rebates on 
shipments of lumber to California 
Sugar & White Pine company; April 
10, p 515. 

—Standard Oil Co, government de- 
nied writ of certiorari in case 
against the Standard Oil Co, by 
Supreme court, has case redocketed 
in District court, northern district 
of Illinois: Judges Landis and Be- 
thea decline to hear the case; Judge 
A. B. Anderson of Indianapolis selected 
to hear case; Jan. 9, p 30; Judge An- 
derson instructs jury to return ver- 
dict of acquittal; March 13, p 387. 
—Standard Oil Co: Judge Hazel, 
United States District court at Buf- 
falo, N. ‘¥., imposes fine of $20,000 
on Standard Oil Company of New 
York on charge of accepting illegal 
concessions from carriers; stay of 
execution pending appeal granted 
defendant; March 27, 470. 
—Wisconsin Central: ircuit Court of 
Appeals affirms verdict of district 
court (Minn.) fining Wisconsin Cen- 
tral and traffic representatives on 
charge of paying rebates to Spencer 
Grain Co of Minneapolis, Minn.; 
March 20, p 445. 


Safety Appliance Act: United States 


Circuit Court of Appeals, eighth cir- 
cuit, holds Union Stockyards com- 
pany of South Omaha, Neb., a com- 
mon carrier within meaning of 
es appliances acts; April 10, p 
14. 


Sherman Act: Judge Marshall, United 


States District court, Utah, fines 
Oregon Short Line, Union Pacific 
railroad, Union Pacific Coal Co and 
J. M. Moore $3,000 each and Ever- 
ett Buckingham $1,000, convicted of 
violating anti-trust act; April 3, 


p 488. e 
South Dakota: Judge Carland, Dis- 


trict court, enjoining temporarily two- 
—. passenger rate law; March 6, 
p 5 


Twenty-Eight-Hour Law: Judge Lan- 


dis, northern district of Illinois, fines, 
on pleas of guilty, Chicago, Milwau- 
kee & St Paul, $33; Chicago, & 
Northwestern, $600; Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy, $100; Illinois Cen- 
tral, $100; Chicago Great Western. 
$100; Chicago, Rock Island & Pa- 
cific, $200; Jan. 9, p 30. 

—District court, northern Illinois, 
Judge Landis fines Chicago, Milwau- 
kee & St. Paul $900 and Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy and _ Illinois 
Central $700 on roads’ pleas of guilty 
on 23 counts; Jan, 2, p 1. 

—Judge Dyer, United States District 
court, Missouri, fines St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern, Terminal Rail- 
road Association of St. Louis, Wabash 
and Missouri Pacific railroads total of 
$9,700 for violations of the act, car- 
riers pleading guilty; May 29, p 772. 


Underbilling; George Chesbro, propri- 


etor of Victor Mills, Springville, Pa., 
indicted for underbilling and _ false 
weighing by grand jury at Elmira, 
N. Y.; Feb. 6, p 182. 


Union Pacific-Southern Pacific Merger 


Dissolution Suit: Paul A. Morton 
testifies before Judge Sylvester G. 
Williams that prior to 1901 Union 
Pacific and Southern Pacific had 
been competitors; that real fight for 
transcontinental business had come 
from east of Ogden; that prior to 
1901 Union Pacific had not been 
factor in making transcontinental 
rates; Jan. 9, p 35. 


Virginia: Railroads apply for restrain- 
ing order against the enforcement 
of the state corporation commis- 
sion’s two cents per mile passenger 
fare order; Feb. 6, p 176. 


Virginia: Atlantic Coast Line, Ches- 
apeake & Ohio, Norfolk & Western 
and Southern railways ask _ circuit 
court for eastern district of Virginia 
to dismiss suits against state cor- 
poration commission; May 22, p 742. 




























































































































































24 Courts - State 


COURTS, State 


For the activities of the various state 
courts in traffic cases as reported in 
THe TRAFFIC BULLETIN see under 


various state headings. 


COURTS, United States Supreme 


Note.—Where cases are indexed un- 
der case title instead of subject matter, 
such cases have been printed in full in 


Tue TRAFFIC BULLETIN. 


Adams Express Co vs United States 


(No. 409—— October Term, 1908.) 


See American Express Co vs same 





slew 405 October Term, 1908); 
post. 
Alabama: Declines to grant writs of 
certiorari to review judgment of 
federal 


injunction 


against Alabama railroad commis- 
sion; May 22, p 742. 


American Express Co vs United States 


(No. 405—— Ogtober Term, 1908.) 
Appellant was enjoined in Circuit 
court, northern district of Illinois, 


from issuing franks for free trans- 


portation of property of its employes 


or officers or of officers or em- 
ployes of railroads, and from trans- 
porting same without compensation 


or at rates less than the lawfully 


published. Held, That free trans- 
portation clause of 
does not embrace express companies; 
decree of lower court affirmed; 
March 13, p 385. 
Hepburn Act; Commodity Clause: Fed- 
eral counsel file plea for its valid- 
ity. See “Hepburn Act—Commodity 
Clause.’’ 
—Decision on Commodity Clause: 
See United States vs D & H Co, post. 
Interchange of Cars Interstate Com- 
merce: The Louisville & Nashville 
refused to deliver live stock to Cen- 
tral stock yards in Louisville, Ky., 
which were on line of Southern Rail- 
way. The stock yards company 
brought suit in the state courts and 
a writ of mandamus was issued or- 
dering defendant to deliver to the 
Southern Railway at “breaking 
point’ for freight trains, located 
about 100 yards from Central yards, 
all live stock tendered it within the 
state destined for Central yards. 
Held, That such an grder included 
interstate commerce, ~ over’ which 
state had no control; reversed; Feb. 
6, p 174. 
Kentucky: State local option law pro- 
hibiting shipment of liquor to one 
known to be inebriate, when such 
shipment is interstate commerce; 
Held, Void; May 29, p 785. 
National Express Co vs United States 


(No. 406—— October Term, 1908.) 
See American Express Co vs same 
= 405——- October Term, 1908); 
ante. 


New York Central & Hudson River 
Railroad Co vs United States. (No. 
57——- October Term, 1908.) Plain- 
tiff in error was fined $108,000 in 
Cireuit court, southa@rn district of 
New York, on six counts on charge 
of giving rebates. It was argued 
that provisions of Elkins act were 


unconstitutional in that they made 
a corporation subject to criminal 
prosecution. Held, That statute 


does not embrace things impossible 
to be done by a corporation; that 
a corporation can commit a_ crime 
and is criminally liable. It was 
also contended by plaintiff in error 
that if any criminal offense was 
committed it was a single and con- 
tinuing one. Held, That this con- 
tention is unfounded; that in each 
case, upon each of the numerous 
shipments, full legal rate was paid 
and upon claims being presented at 
short intervals the amount of stip- 
ulated rebate was remitted shipper, 
and offense was completed when 
railroad company thus paid stipu- 
ae rebate to shipper; March 6, 


p 5 

New York Central & Hudson River 
Railroad Co vs United States. (No. 
69——-_ October Term, 1908.) The 
material facts in this case are sim- 
ilar to those in No. 57, ante. Re- 
versal of judgment of lower court 
Was urged on ground that property 

, concerning which agreement to re- 
bate was made was transported prior 
to effective date of the Elkins Act. 
viz., Feb. 19. 1903. The payment of 
the rebate was made April 2. 1903. 
Held, That the purpose of the stat- 





Rebates: 


court of appeals dissolving 
issued by Judge Jones 


Hepburn § act 


p 814. 
State Control Over Traffic: 
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ute was to punish rebates given or 
received after passage of act and 
to make carrier corporation crim- 
inally liable therefor and that, con- 
firming holding in No. 57, the re- 
bating was not complete until 
amount to be rebated had actually 
been refunded; decision of trial court 
affirmed; March 6, p 350. 

Sustains lower courts in 
United States vs Chicago & Alton, 
John N. Faithorn, Fred A. Wann, 
in which latter were adjudged guilty 
of granting rebates to Schwarzschild 
& Sulzberger under guise of ter- 
minal allowances for use of latter’s 
tracks at their Kansas City plant: 
Jan. 9, p 23; petittion for rehearing 


filed by defendant; Jan. 23, p 95; 
denied; Jan. ~ 147. 
Southern Railway Co vs St_“Louis Hay 
& Grain Company. (No. 104 — 


October Term;. 1908.) This is an 
appeal brought by plaintiff in error 
to resist ayment of reparation 
awarded defendant in 1905 by In- 
terstate Commerce Commission for 
alleged excessive er charges 
on hay at East St. Louis, Ill. (11 I 
Cc C Rep, 90.) The reparation not 
being paid by plaintiff in error, suit 
was brought in Circuit court, east- 
ern district of Illinois, and judgment 
in favor of defendant was entered, 
this being sustained by Circuit Court 
of Appeals. Held, That the judg- 
ments of the lower courts should 
be reversed and case remanded to 
Circuit court, with instructions to 
send matter back to Interstate Com- 
merce Commission for further in- 
vestigation and report; June 12, 


Defend- 
ant had a dispute with local car 
service association over bill for de- 
murrage which it alleged had accrued 
through fault of a railroad. There- 
upon, the railroad, a member of 
said demurrage bureau, refused to 
take loaded cars from dgfendants’ 
spur track and deliver the to the 
Santa Fe, about a mile distant. De- 
fendant applied to Supreme court 
of Kansas for relief and court or’ 
dered railroad to resume transfer of 
ears: the railroad appealed. *Held, 
That, in view of fact’ that part of 
defendant’s output was _ intrastate, 
the court might regulate that with- 
out interfering with interstate com- 
merce; opinion affirmed. Missouri 
Pacific Railroad vs Larabee Flour 
Mills Co; Jan. 23, p 105 


United States vs Central Railroad Co 


of New Jersey. (Nos. 561 and 567—- 
October Term, 1908.) See same vs 
Delaware & Hudson Co (No. 559); 
post. 


United States vs Delaware & Hudson 


Co (Nos. 559 . and 565—October 
Term, 1908); same vs Central Rail- 
road Co of New Jersey (Nos. 561 
and 567), same vs Erie Railroad Co 
(Nos. 560 and 566); same vs Dela- 
ware, Lackawanna & Western Rail- 
road Co (Nos. 562 and 568); same 
vs Pennsylvania Railroad Co (Nos 


563 and 569): same vs Le- 
high Valley Railroad Co ( Nos. 
564 and 570). These cases. in- 


volve validity of commodities clause 
of the Hepburn act. The govern- 
ment instituted suits against above 
defendants for said defendants’ fail- 
ure to dispose of their interests in 
certain coal properties. e Circuit 
court, eastern district of Pennsyl- 
vania, held that clause in question 
was repugnant to federal constitu- 
tion and invalid. These cases come 
to the Supreme court on appeals 
from that decision. Held, That the 
clause prohibits a railroad company 
engaged in interstate commerce 
from transporting in such commerce 
articles or commodities under fol- 
lowing conditions: (a) When ar- 
ticle or commodity has been man- 
ufactured, mined or produced bv 
earrier or under its authority and 
at time of transportation carrier has 
not in good faith, before act of 
transportation dissociated itself from 
such article or commodity; (b) when 
carrier owns article or commodity 
to ‘be transported in whole or in 
part; (c) when carrier at time of 
transportation has an interest, di- 
rect or indirect, in a legal or equi- 
table sense.” in article or commod- 
ity, not including, therefore, articles 





or commodities manufactured, mined, 
produced or owned, etc., by a bona 
fide corporation in which the raij- 
road rent is a stockholder. Con- 
stitutionality of clause under this 


interpretation sustained. Cases re- 


versed and remanded, with direc- . 


tions for such further proceedings 
as may be necessary to apply stat- 
ute as interpreted by this decision; 
May 8, p 629. 

United States vs Delaware, lLacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad Co (Nos. 
562 and 568—October Term. 1908.) 
See same vs Delaware & Hudson 
Co (No. 559); ante. 

United States vs Erie Railroad Co 
(Nos. 560 and 566—October Term. 
1908.) See same vs Delaware & 
Hudson Co (No. 559); ante. 

United States vs New York Central & 
Hudson River’ Railroad compan 
(No. 285—October Term. 190s, 
Defendant was party to joint rate 
on cooperage materials from Poplar 
Bluff, Mo., to New York, N. oa 
tariff containing said rates was filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission by initial carrier, the Mis- 
souri Pacific. Defendant entered into 
an agreement with certain shipper 
to rebate a specified amount from 
said joint rates so published. De- 
fendant was indicted, but filed a 
demurrer. which was sustained by 
lower court on ground that defend- 
ant was not charged with having 
filed through rate at which trans- 
portation was had. The question 
thus raised, as stated by the court, 
was whether a carrier could be pros- 
ecuted on a charge of _ rebating 
under Elkins act, where said carrier 
was a party to joint rate but had 
not filed and published same. Held, 
That under section one of the act, 
a concurring carrier was amenable 
to its provisions; judgment of Cir- 
cuit court reversed; March 6, p 353. 

United States vs Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Co (Nos. 563 and 5698--—Octo- 
ber Term, 1908.) See same vs Dela- 
ware & Hudson Co (559); ante. 

United States vs Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road Co (Nos. 564 and 570—Oc- 
tober Term, 1908.) See same vs Del- 
aware & Hudson Co (559); ante. 

United States Express Co vs United 
States No. 407—October Term, 


1908.) Vide American “Express Co 
vs same (No. 405—October Term, 
1908); ante. 


Wells, Fargo & Co vs United States 
(No. 408—October Term, 1908.) 
Vide American Express Go vs same 
(No, 405—October Term); ante. 


CRANE, Amos S., Export Freight Traf- 


fic oe Boston & Maine Rail- 
road. 

Rate War: Gives out interview, de- 
scribing export rate situation at 
time of organization of export com- 
mittee of Trunk Line association 
and disclaims responsibility on be- 
half of Boston & Maine for par- 
ticipating in war; May 15, p 683. 


CREAM 


Originating East of Colorado Common 
Points and West of Detroit and 
Port Huron: Held, 
cream, in cans, from points of origin 
to points of destination on defend- 
ants’ lines east of Colorado common 
points and west of Detroit and 
Port Huron should not exceed fol- 
lowing: 


Scale Scale Scale 
for 10- for 8- for 5- 
Dist Gallon Gallon Gallon 
Miles Can. Can. Can. 
Cents. Cents. 
18 
19 15 
20 15 
21 16 
22 17 
22 17 
23 18 
24 19 
25 20 
26 20 
27 21 
28 22 
29 22 
30 23 
31 24 
31 24 
32 25 
33 26 
34 27 
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Jurisdiction: 


Jurisdiction: 


Speculative: 


Utterances: 


265. cccvcecce vee! 37 29 
SEDs. o vc ovegcecis 42 38 29 
295. cece ee 39 30 
SLO. wcvvccoseces 44 40 31 
Pee 45 40 31 
340....66.. cccce 4 41 32 
355 47 42 33 
43 34 
44 34 
45 35 
46 36 
47 36 
48 37 
49 38 
49 38 
50 39 
51 40 


Beatrice Creamery Co et al vs Iil 
Cent et al (1162); Fairmont, Cream- 
ery Co et al vs Ill Cent et al (1292); 
Blue Valley Creamery Co et al vs 
Mich Cent et al ee” 6b = ¢ C 
Rep, 109; Jan. 30, p 116. 


DAISH, JOHN B. 
“Procedure in Interstate Commerce 


Cases:”’ Review of book by John B. 
Daish of District of Columbia bar; 
March 27, p 464. 


DAMAGES 
Delayed Notice of Arrival: 


An ex- 
press company undertook to notify 
consignee of arrival of shipment of 
strawberries, but failed for some 
days to effect notice. Held, That 
damage resulting from delay was 


~ not due to any violation of Act to 


Regulate Commerce, and _ therefore 
was not cognizable bv Commission. 
(Conf Rul);. Feb. 6. p 161. 


Diversion, Jurisdiction Over: The Com- 


mission has jurisdiction to award 
damages for diversion of shipments 
where initial carrier delivers same 
to connection not party to joint rate 
under which traffic is moving and 
higher freight charges result there- 
from. Woodward & Dickerson vs 
L & N et al (1726), 15 I C C Rep, 
170; Feb. 13, p 194. 

The Commission has ju- 
risdiction, without regard to amount 
in controversy, to award damages 
whenever they arise under Act, ex- 
cepting in fhose cases where Act 
itself names another forum. "Washer 
Grain Co vs Mo Pac (1205), 15 I C 
C Rep, 147; Feb. 6, p 162. 

Held, That damages aris- 
ing from failure to give prompt no- 
tice of arrival of shipment are not 
due to any violation of Act to Reg- 
ulate Commerce and are not, there- 
fore, cognizable by Commission (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 

A claim for damages for 
loss of benefits that might have ac- 
crued is too speculative to be ac- 
cepted either as basis of order by 
Commission or for a judgment in 
court of law. Allender et al vs C 
B & Q et al (1983), 16 I CC Rep, 
103; May 1, p 612. 


DAVIDSON. A. J., President of St Louis 


& San Francisco. 

Declares that, despite the 
slow recovery of business from 
effects of panic, conditions are work- 
ing back to normal; Jan. 30, p 151. 


ener ak OF THE BOARD OF RAIL- 


AY COMMISSIONERS FOR CAN- 
ADA 


See “Canadian Board Decisions.” 
DECISIONS OF THE INTERSTATE 


COMMERCE COMMISSION 


The decisions of the Commission must 


be based upon broad principles of 
justice, keeping in view the welfare 
of the public as well as the inter- 
ests of the carriers and shippers in 
the entire territory involved; Chi- 
cago Lumber & Coal Co et al vs 
Tioga S E et al (14388) 146 I C C 
Rep, 323; June 5, p 789. 


Advance Lumber Co vs St Louis 


Southwestern et al (1437); same vs 
Louisiana & Arkansas et al (1439). 
These cases involve the same ques- 
tions decided in Chicago Lumber 
& Coal Co et al vs Tioga S E et 
> (1438) q v; dismissed; June 5, p 
794. 


Advance Thresher Co vs Orange & 


Northwestern et al (1576), 15 I C 
C Rep, 599. Complainant made ship- 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


American Bankers’ 





ment of threshing machines from 
Bancroft, Tex, to Crowley, La, a 
distance of 96 miles, for which it 
was charged 59 cents; ut the same 
time, there was in effect from Or- 
ange, Tex, to Crowley, a distance 
of 91 miles, which haul was “in- 
cluded in the 96-mile run _ given 
above, a rate of 25 cents; subse- 
quently, rate from Bancroft to Crow- 
ley was reduced to 35 cents. Held, 
‘That 59-cent rate was unreasonable 
to .extent that it exceeded 35-cent 
rate; reparation awarded and de- 
fendants ordered to maintain the 
lower rates for the customary pe- 
riod; April 17, p 534. 


Allen, J H, & Co vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul (1585), 16 IC C 
Rep, 293. Defendants’ class rates 
from St. Paul, Minn., to Lemmon, 
S D, and Hetinger, N D, were made 
up of a combination of local rates 
from St. Paul to Mississippi river, 
plus local rates from river to des- 
tinations aforsaid; this made a 
St. Paul-Lemmon rate of 167 first 
class; 144 second; 119 third and 98 
fourth, and rates to Hettinger of 
176 first class; 151 second; 124 third 
and 101 fourth class; subsequently 
defendant established foHowing 
through class rates to Lemmon, 
viz., 117 first class; 100 second; 80 
third and 64 fourth, and to Het- 
tinger, 125 first class; 106 second; 
87 third and 69 fourth. Held, That 
former rates were’ unreasonable; 
reparation awarded; May 22, p 733. 


Allender et al vs Chicago, Burlington 


& Quincy et al (1983), 16 I C C 
Rep, 103. Through error of railroad 
agent complainants were unable to 
use return coupons of round-trip 
special excursion tickets with stop- 
over privileges, but without addi- 
tional cost, were supplied by car- 
rier with regular limited _ tickets. 
Upon complaint filed setting up 
claim for damages for loss of em- 
ployment as fruit pickers, which 
complainants hoped to secure at a 
point where their original tickets 
permitted stop-over; Held, That such 
damages are altogether too specu- 
lative to be acepted either as the 
basis for an order by the Commis- 
sion or for a judgment in a court 
of law; May 1, p 612. 


American Agricultural Chemical Co 


vs Erie et al (1980), 16 & C C Rep, 

320. Lindale, O., is a suburb of 

and within switching limits of 

Cleveland. Following Commission’s 

order in Detroit Chemical Works 

vs Erie et ‘al (18 I C C Rep, 8638), 

in which rate on imported _ iron 

pyrites from New York, N Y, to 

Detroit, Mich, was reduced from 

$3.82 to $2.81 per gross ton, de- 

fendants, in order to preserve the 
relationship between Detroit and 

Cleveland rates, reduced rate from 

New York to Cleveland from $3.02 

to $2.56 per gross ton; Reparation 

is asked on certain shipments on 
which $3.02 rate was assessed and 
on certain others to Linndale upon 
which a rate of $3.23 was charged. 

Held, That Linndale should’ take 

Cleveland rates and that former 

rates of $3.23 and $3.02 per gross 

ton from New York to Linndale 
and Cleveland, respectively, were 
unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceeded $2.56 per ton; reparation 

awarded; May 29, p 766. 

Association vs 
American Express Co et al (1128), 
15 I C C Rep. 15. Motion of de- 
fendants for order of dismissal and 
of complainants for subpcena duces 
tecum denied; case continued; Jan 
16, p 50. 

American Beet Sugar Co vs Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacifie et al (2039), 
16 I C C Rep, 288. Las Animas, 
Colo, is directly intermediate on 
route from Holly, Colo, to Romero, 
Tex. In the absence of a through 
rate, complainant was assessed com- 
bination of locals on carload of 
beet sugar shipped from Las Ani- 
mas to Romero, viz., 97 cents: at 
the same time, through rate from 
Holly to Romero was 49 cents, 
which rate has subsequently been 
made applicable to Las Animas. 

Held, That complainant is entitled 
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to reparation and that rate from 
Las Animas should not exceed rate 
from Holly; May 22, p 722. 


American Cigar Co vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul et al (2076), 15 
I ¢ © Gem, 616. Complainant 
shipped from Stoughton, Wis., to 
Passaic, N J, one carload of leaf 
tobacco, for which it was charged 
a rate of 52% cents, of which 
the initial carrier received 17% 
cents and the delivering carrier 35 
cents. At the time of shipment the 
17%-cent rate was the legally pub- 
lished rate over the initial line for 
interstate commerce, whereas at the 
Same time it had a rate of 15 cents 
per 100 pounds for local shipments; 
subsequently the interstate rate.Wwas 
reduced to the local rate; the 17%- 
cent rate found unreasonable and 
reparation awarded; April 17, p 533. 


American Creosoting Works, Ltd, vs 


Illinois Central et al (1764), 15 I C 
C Rep, 160. Complainant ordered 
200 flat cars to be delivered at the 
rate of four a day, but on many 
days no cars were furnished and 
on some more than four; demur- 
rage accrued and the complainant 
-filed suit with the Commission to 
be relieved of car service charges 
because defendants failed to deliver 
cars as requested. The record fails 
to disclose, however, that complain- 
ant protested against cars being 
bunched; it was also shown that 
demurrage had accrued on cars de- 
livered as ordered, while, in one in- 
stance, seven cars had been set out 
and released within free time limit. 
Held, That upon facts disclosed, de- 
murrage charges were not unjust 
or unreasonable; complaint dismissed; 
Feb 13, p 191. 


American Refractories Co vs Elgin, 


Joliet & Eastern et al (2065), 15 
I C C Rep, 480. The rate on fire 
brick from Joliet, Ill, to Milwaukee, 
Wis, via Elgin, Joliet & Eastern 
and Chicago & Northwestern roads 
had been four cents for a consider- 
able period; under the impression 
that same rate was in effect via 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul in 
connection with Elgin, Joliet & 
Eastern, complainant, during 1907, 
shipped several cars via latter route; 
it appeared, however, that rate over 
these lines was five cents; effective 
Jan 7, 1908, the four-cent rate 
was made applicable via St Paul 
road. Held, That former rate was 
excessive; reparation awarded; March 
13, p 381. 


Arkansas Fuel Co vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul (1492), 16 I C 
C.. Rep... 2a Complainant shipped 
from Kansas City, Mo, to Seymour, 
Ta., carload of hay upon which 
it was compelled to pay class rate 
of 13% cents per 100 pounds: this 
was one cent higher than a propor- 
tional commodity rate which had 
been in effect between the points 
in question until a short time prior 
to the date of the shipment and 
was restored within about sixty 
days thereafter. Held, That, under 
the admission of defendant, and 
upon Commission’s knowledge of 
hay rates in same territory, the 
class rate was excessive and. un- 
reasonable, and should not have ex- 
ceeded the commodity rate; rep- 
aration awarded; May 1, p 601. 


Association of Union Made Garment 


Manufacturers of America vs Chicago 
& Northwestern et al (1728), 16 IC C 
Rep, 405. The garments manufac- 
tured by members of complainant 
association, such as overalls, jackets, 
shirts of low grades and play suits 
for children, made of coarse, heavy 
cotton cloth, are classified in Official, 
Western and Southern Classification 
as first class, and the purpose of this 
proceeding is to obtain a reduction 
in that rating; but upon the facts 
disclosed by the record contention is 
not sustained and complaint is dis- 
missed; June 26, p 857. 
Avery Manufacturing Co et al vs Atch-. 
ison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al (1421), 
16 I C C Rep, 20. Complainants, 
shippers of agricultural implements in 
Peoria, Ill, or territory adjacent 
thereto, alleged that action of de- 
fendants in taking Galva, Canton and 
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Springfield, Ill., out of Peoria rate 
group and placing them in Mississippi 
River rate group on shipments of ag- 
ricultural implements to Missouri 
River points unduly discriminated 
against Peoria. Held, That lower 
rates accorded Canton, Galva and 
Springfield do not unduly prejudice 
Peoria and are therefore not unlaw- 
aT dismissed; April 24, 


p i 

Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs 
Pennsylvania et al (1821), 15 IC C 
Rep, 341. ‘Defendants issue certifi- 
eates for actual weight of grain ship- 
ments going into their elevators at 
Baltimore, and on that weight assess 
their transportation. and elevator 
charges; but each certificate shows 
on its face the “‘scaleage deduction’’ 
that will be made, on the basis of 
published tariff estimates, when grain 
is delivered out of elevator to certifi- 
cate holder. Upon complaint that 
these deductions are arbitrary and 
constitute an illegal appropriation of 
the property and moneys of the com- 
plainant’s members and others who 
ship grain to Baltimore. Held, That 
defendants by this practice are not 
exacting from grain shippers either a 
rate in the form of grain or an addi- 
tion to a rate, and therfore the ques- 
tion presented is not one of rates; 
Feb. 27, p 295. 

Bainbridge Board of Trade vs Louis- 
ville Henderson & St Louis et al 
(1477), 15 I C C Rep, 586. Bainbridge, 
Ga., has about 6,000 inhabitants; it 
is located in the southwestern portion 
of the state on Atlantic Coast Line 
and Georgia Florida & Alabama rail- 
roads. Complaint assails all class 
and commodity rates via defendants’ 
lines from St. Louis, Mo., to Bain- 
bridge as unjust and unreasonable, 
but particularly as unjustly discrim- 
inatory against complainant and un- 
duly preferential to Eufaula, Ga., 
rates from St. Louis to latter place. 
Incidentally, rates to Albany, Ga., are 
also attacked as discriminatory 
against complainant, but real com- 
plaint lies in Eufaula rates, which 
complainant alleges are the only just 
and reasonable ones to apply to 
Bainbridge. Held, That circum- 
stances and conditions obtaining at 
Eufaula are materially different from 
those surrounding Bainbridge, and 
that therefore complaint should be 
dismissed; April 10, p 493. 

Barrett Manufacturing Co vs Louis- 
ville & Nashville et al (1308), 15 ICC 
Rep, 196. Complainant attacked rea- 
sonableness of defendants’ rate: on 
coal-tar paving cement from Ensley, 
Ala., to Lagrange, Ga., alleging that 
rate should not exceed that appli- 
cable to ordinary cement, viz., 12 
cents; Commission was prayed to es- 
tablish reasonable classification for 
former commodity. Held, That rate 
on coal-tar paving cement should not 
exceed rate in effect on coal-tar 
pitch, viz., 16.5 cents; Feb. 13, p 197. 

Barrett Manufacturing Co vs Graham 
& Morton Transportation Co et al 
(2324), 16 I C C Rep, 399. Complaint 
alleges that through class rate of 
21 cents appHed on shipment of build- 
ing paper from St. Joseph, Mich., to 
Wausau, Wis., was unreasonable; 
it appeared, however, that said 
through class rate had been canceled 
prior to shipment and that the lawful 
rate was a combination of locais on 
Chicago, Ill., of 14 cents; reparation 
awarded; June 26, p 871. 


Barton Reisinger Davis Co vs St Louis, 
Iron Mountain & Southern (1745), 15 
sow — 222. Vincent, Ark., is an 
inland point a few miles west of the 
Mississippi River and 15 miles dis- 
tant from Memphis, Tenn.; for sev- 
eral years prior to Oct. 1, 1907, de- 
fendant had rate of 12 cents on un- 
compressed cotton from Vincent to 
Memphis; on that date rate was in- 
creased to 25 cents; Sept. 1, 1908, this 
rate was reduced to 20 cents. Held, 
That rate should not exceed 15 cents; 
Feb. 20, p 244. 


Beatrice Creamery Co et al vs Illinois 
Central et al (1162), 15 IC C Rep, 
109. Complainants, engaged in the op- 
eration of creameries and using the 
centralizer method, whereby supplies 
of cream are obtained by railroad as 
distinguished from the local creamery 
method, which obtains cream by 
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wagon, insist that defendants’ sched- 
ule of rates on cream to Chicago be- 
tween Detroit and Port Huron upon 
the east and Colorado common points 
upon the west is too high, and ask 
the Commission to reduce it. Held, 
That, upon the facts disclosed in the 
record, present rates are excessive; 
defendants ordered to establish a 
scale of rates prescribed as a maxi- 
mum (for specific rates see “‘Cream’’); 
Jan, 30, p 116. 

Bedingfield & Co vs Wisconsin Central 
et al (1610), 16 I C C Rep, 93. Com- 
plaint alleging excessive charges on 
mixed carload of mineral water and 
ginger ale from Waukesha, Wis., to 
Macon, Ga., dismissed for want of 
prosecution; May 1, p 613. 

Beekman Lumber Co vs St Louis Iron 
Mountain & Southern (1705), 151 CC 
Rep, 274. Complainant shipped carload 
of rough sawed tent pins from Glea- 
son; Ark., to Dallas, Tex.; in the ab- 
sence of specific joint rate via de- 
fendant’s lines, Class B rate of 60 
cents was assessed. Held, That this 
rate was unreasonable and excessive; 
that rate on this commodity should 
not be more than one cent in excess 
of the general lumber rate between 
those points; reparation awarded; 
Feb. 20, p 243. 


Beggs, Edwin, vs Wabash (1909), 16 


I C C Rep, 208. Defendant’s grain tar- 
iffs provided that minimum should be 
the marked capacity of car, but in no 
case less than 40,000 pounds on all 
cars of marked capacity up to 80,000 
pounds; complainant applied for 40,- 
000 pound car in which to make ship- 
ment, the actual weight of which 
was 46,440 pounds; defendant fur- 
nished 60,000 pound car and assessed 
charges on that basis. Held, That 
complainant was entitled to repara- 
tion and that defendant should mod- 
ify its tariffs so as to provide that 
when a larger capacity car is fur- 
nished instead of the smaller one de- 
manded the minimum applicable to 
Smaller car should be observed; May 
22, p 716. P 


Bennett, A. A., vs Minneapolis, St Paul 


& Sault Ste Marie (1475), 15 I C C 
Rep, 301. Complainant shipped pack- 
age of plate glass 8 feet square and 
weighing 900 pounds; defendant 
assessed first-class rate on a basis of 
5,000 pounds, in accordance with 
Item 17, page 54, of Western Classi- 
fication No 42, which is as follows: 
“In packages exceeding 7.5 feet high 
or 15 feet long, minimum charge 
5,000 pounds.’’ Complaint alleged 
that charges should have been as- 
sessed on actual weight. Held, That 
the classification provision is unrea- 
sonable: that charges on packages of 
plate glass weighing more than 100 
pounds, but which can be loaded into 
an ordinary box car, should be as- 
sessed on actual weight of packages; 
reparation awarded; Feb. 20, p 234. 


Big Blackfoot Milling Co vs Northern 


Pacific et al (23012), 16 I C GC Rep, 173. 
Complainant has certain lumber mills 
in the Missoula district of the east- 
ern lumber’ group (see _ Kalispell 
Lumber Co vs Great Northern et al, 
Case No 1365, post, for description of 
lumber groups); prior to Oct. 15, 1908, 
the Missoula district had always vol- 
untarily been accorded a differential 
under rates from both the Coast and 
the Spokane groups; complainant 
prays for the oe of differen- 
tial and asks that it be 5 cents under 
Spokane group rates at Pembina- Port 
Arthur line, graded up to 6 cents at 
Medora, N. D., 6 cents at Marmath, 
N. D. (on Chicago Milwaukee & 
Puget Sound) and 5 cents at Edge- 
mont, 8S. D. (on Chicago Burlington 
& Quincy). Held, That defendants, 
Northern Pacific and Chicago Bur- 
lington & -Quincy, should establish 
differential rates on lumber and other 
forest products from lumber pro- 
ducing points on Northern Pacific be- 
tween Evaro and Huson, Mont., on 
the west and Garrison, Mont., on the 
east, inclusive, and also including 
points on branch lines intersecting 
main line at points intermediate 
Huson to Garrison, to points on Pem- 
bina-Port Arthur line as defined in 
Potlatch Lumber Co et al vs Nor Pac 
et al (14 I C C Rep, 41) and west 
thereof to and including Medora, N. 

on Northern Pacific and Edge- 


mont, S. D., on Chicago Burlington & 
Quincy, at least 2 cents under the 
rates contemporaneously in _ force 
from points of origin on Northern Pa- 
cific within Spokane group to points 
on said Pembina-Port Arthur line 
and graded up westwardly to at least 
4 cents under Spokane group rates 
to Medora and Edgemont; that de- 
fendants should maintain differentia] 
rates from Northern Pacific stations 
in Montana, east of Garrison, includ- 
ing branches, to points on said Pem- 
bina-Port Arthur line, at least 3 cents 
under the rates contemporaneously in 
force from Spokane group points, and 
graded up westwardly to at least 5 
cents under Spokane group rates at 
Medora and Edgemont; no order en- 
tered with respect to Chicago Mil- 
waukee & Puget Sound in view of 
the unsettled tariff and traffic con- 
ditions of that line; May 15, p 670. 


Black Mountain Coal Land Co et al vs 
Southern Railway et al (1381), 15 
I C C Rep, 286. Complainants are 
coal shippers in the pocket country in 
Lee county, Virginia; they sell their 
coal in competition with that pro- 
duced in the Pocahontas, Toms 
Creek and Appalachia districts in 
Virginia and the Coal Creek; Jellico, 
Wilder and other southern Ken- 
tucky and eastern Tennessee dis- 
tricts and, to a lesser degree, the 
Alabama fields. The Toms Creek, 
Black Mountain and Appalachia dis- 
tricts are all situated on the Black 
Mountain, and for rate-making pur- 
poses are divided into two groups, 
Appalachia comprising one and the 
Toms Creek and Black Mountain dis- 
tricts the other. Complainants alleged 
that a charge of 10 cents per ton 
more on shipments of coal from their 
district to most of the Carolina ter- 
ritory than is charged from Appa- 
lachia district is unreasonable and 
unjust; that existing adjustments of 
rates from Jellico, Coal Creek, Mid- 
dlesboro and Wilder districts to 
points in Carolina’ territory and 
points south thereof, as compared 
with rates from Appalachia, Toms 
Creek and Black Mountain districts, 
are unduly discriminatory in favor of 
the former districts. Held, That 
charge of 10 cents more per ton from 
Black Mountain coal district than 
from Appalachia district to Morris- 
town, Tenn., and points east and south 
thereof on defendant’s lines, is unjust 
and unreasonable; that rates from 
Appalachia district, including Black 
Mountain coal district, which exceed 
25 cents above rates from Coal Creek 
to all points on defendant’s linse east 
and south of Morristown, Tenn., as 
far south as Charleston, S. C., and 
Augusta, Ga., unduly discriminate 
against Black Mountain and Appa- 
lachia operators and unduly prefer 
Coal Creek operators; that for rea- 
sons appearing in the decision, Com- 
mission makes no attempt to deter- 
mine reasonableness of differential 
applied to Toms Creek over Appa- 
lachia; Feb. 20, p 262. 

Blodgett Milling Co vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul et al (2041), 16 


I C C Rep, 384. Complaint alleges the - 


unreasonableness of a through rate 
of 27% cents on buckwheat from Cat- 
taraugus, N. Y., to Janesville, Wis., 

‘in that it exceeded combination of 
local rates in effect via same route, 
viz., 20 cents. Held, That rate should 
not exceed 20 cents; reparation 
awarded; June 26, p 872. 

Blodgett Milling Co vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul (2075), 15 IC C 
Rep, 277. Held, That rate on rye 
flour from Janesville, Wis., to Kan- 
sas City. Mo., should not exceed 13% 
cents; Feb. 20, p 246. 

Blue Valley Creamery Co et al vs 
Michigan Central et al (1541). See 
Beatrice Creamery Co et al vs Il 
Cent et al ((1162) ante. 


Bluff City Oil Co vs St Louis, Iron 


Mountain & Southern (2081), 16 I C C 
Rep, 296. During construction of de- 
fendant’s new line from Eudora, 
Ark., to Gilbert, La., and before any 
commodity rates had been. estab- 
lished, complainant made shipments 
of cottonseed from Kilbourne, La., to 
Pine Bluff, Ark. In the absence of 
commodity rates, class rate of 40 
cents was assessed; subsequently, de- 
fendant voluntarily established rate 
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Blume, J. C., & Co vs Wells Fargo & 


Board of Mayor and Aldermen of the 


Board of Mayor and Aldermen of the 


Decisions Bluff 








of 12 cents on cottonseed from Kil- 
bourne to Pine Bluff; defendant ad- 
mits that the class rate was excess- 
ive to the extent that it exceeded the 
commodity rate since’ established 
reparation awarded; May 22, p 733. 






















































Co (1636), 15 I C C Rep, 53. Defend- 
ant failed to make prompt delivery of 
carload of fruit at unloading station 
designated by the shipper; because 
of this, the latter was unable to take 
advantage of a high market and was 
forced to sell later at lower prices; 
for loss thus sustained they demanded 
reparation. Held, That claims for 
damages of that character are not 
cognizable by the Commission; Jan. 
30, p 137. 


City of Bristol, Tenn., vs Southern 
Railway (1296), 15 I C C Rep, 487. 
Bristol, Tenn., and Chattanooga, 
Tenn., are equi-distant from Middles- 
boro, Ky.; the rate via defendant’s 
line on bituminous coal from Mid- 
dlesboro to Bristol was $1.20 per ton; 
from Middlesboro to Chattanooga, 80 
cents; complainant alleged that these 
rates unduly discriminated against 
Bristol. Held, That there is a dis- 
similarity in circumstances and con- 
ditions surrounding the traffic to 
Chattanooga that justifies lower rate 
to that point than to Bristol; that 
there is no specific attack made on 
Bristol rate per se and complaint 
must be dismissed; March 20, p 422. 


City of Bristol, Tenn., vs Virginia 
& Southwestern et al (1297), 151 CC 
Rep, 453. The boundary line between 
Virginia and Tennessee runs through 
the main street of Bristol; Bristol is 
organized under two municipal char- 
ters. In the name of the Tennessee 
municipality complaint was made as 
to the reasonableness of rates on 
bituminous coal from Appalachia 
field in Virginia to Bristol. These 
rates were attacked as unreasonable 
per se and discriminatory as com- 
pared with rates via the Southern 
from Middlesboro to Knoxville. Held, 
That conditions surrounding ship- 
ments from Middlesboro are dissimi- 
lar; that flat rate of 85 cents per ton 
on both steam and domestic coal 
from the Appalachian fields to Bris- 
tol, Tenn., is unreasonable and should 
not exceed 75 cents. March 13, p 367. 


Board of Trade of Winston-Salem, N. 
C., and City of Winston-Salem, N. C., 
vs Norfolk & Western (1291), 16 
I C C Rep, 12. Complainants allege 
that rate on bituminous coal in car- 
loads, from Pocahontas (Va.) dis- 
trict to Winston-Salem and Durham, 
N. C., are unreasonable, and ask that 
defendant be required to establish the 
same rates to said points that are 
made by it to points east of Norfolk, 
Va., and Lynchburg, Va. Reparation 
is also asked. Held, (1) That cir- 
cumstances and conditions of trans- 
portation are different at main line 
points from Lynchburg to Norfolk 
than at Winston-Salem and Durham 
on branch lines to the south from the 
main line, and defendant may make 
higher charges to the latter points. 
(2) That under the circumstances 
shown the rate charged Winston- 
Salem on soft coal in carloads is un- 
reasonable to the extent that it ex- 
ceeds $2.10 per ton, and that the 
charge to Durham is unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeds $2.20 per 
ge Reparation is denied. April 24, 

adernant Wt chine Lumber Co vs Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul (2068), 15 ICC 
Rep, 277. Held, That rate on lumber 
from Omaha, Neb., to Canton, S. D., 
should not exceed 9.03 cents. Feb 
20, p 246. 

Bregman, L. I., & Co vs Pennsylvania 
et al (1772), 15 I C C Rep, 478. Com- 
plainant alleged that the charge by 
defendants for the transportation of 
a ecarload of scrap iron from Free- 
port, Ill, to Wheatland, Pa, was un- 
reasonable, (1) because ‘the combi- 
nation of local rates over the same 
route was less than the through rate, 
and (2) that a charge of $6.50 for 
switching in Chicago was unreason- 
able; it appearing that the differ- 
ence between the through and com- 
bination rates, as applied to the ship- 
ment, amounted to only 18 cents, and 


that the switching charge was prop- 
erly imposed, complaint was dis- 
missed. March 13, p 380. 

Bulte, August J, Méling Co et al vs 
Chicago & Alton et al (1123); same 
vs same (1129), 15 I C C Rep, 351. 
Complainants are millers to Kansas, 
Missouri and Oklahoma; they asked 
for reductions in the through rates |. 
on flour and products taking flour or 
feed rates originating at Missouri 
River points and destined to the At- 
lantic seaboard for domestic con- 
sumption and for export. Complain- 
ants concede the reasonableness of 
proportional rates on flour See 
east of Chicago and M 
River, but condemn proportional rates 
applying between river and to Chi- 
cago as unreasonable per se and un- 
duly discriminatory when compared 
with proportional rates from Minne- 
apolis to Chicago. Held, That cir- 
cumstances and conditions surround- 


board are substantially dissimilar to 


Burr, R. Hudson, John L. Morgan and 


Butts Cannel Coal Co vs Bessemer & 


Cambria: Steel Co vs Baltimore & Ohio 


Capital City Pine Co vs Chicago, Mil- 
Carlisle Commission Co vs Chicago, 


Carstens Packing Co vs Northern Pa- 


Carstens Packing Co vs Oregon Rail- 


Carstens Packing Co vs Butte, Ana- 





FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


Decisions - Cedar 27 





























ssissippi 















ing transportation of flour through 
Chicago from Minneapolis to the sea- 








circumstances and conditions sur- 
rounding the traffic through Chicago 
from Missouri River points, in that 
the lower ‘proportional rates from 
Minneapolis to Chicago are the direct 
result of the competition of lake-and- 
rail routes; complaint dismissed with- 
out prejudice. Feb 27, p 289. 











Newton A Blitch, as Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Florida, 
vs Seaboard Air Line et al (1759). 
See Florida Railroad Commission. 











Lake Erie (1249), 15 I C C Rep. 
Written agreement for compromise 
settlement of claims for reparation 
under original decision in this case, 
viz, 18 I C C Rep, 383, approved, 
March 20, p 438. 











(1663), 15 I C C Rep, 484. Demurrage 
which accrued under carrier’s rules 
was paid under protest some time 
after it had accrued, and reparation 
therefor is sought under Commis- 
sion’s decision In the Matter of De- 
murrage Charges on Privately Owned 
Tank Cars. Held, That Commission’s 
order-of June 2, 1908, that its ruling 
In the Matter of Demurrage Charges 
on Privately Owned Tank Cars would 
not be retroactive, requires dismissal 
of complaint; March 20, p 421 


















































waukee & St Paul et al (2079), 16 
I Cc C Rep, 190. See Diehl, Wm. J. 
vs same. 


Milwaukee & St. Paul (1496), 16 I CC 
Rep, 100. See Kansas City. Hay Co 
vs C. M. & St. P et al (1428), post. 


cific et al (1657). 15 I C C Rep, 431. 
Defendants’ tariff, applicable to trans- 
portation of cattle from Anaconda, 
Mont, to Tacoma, Wash, named rate 
of $110 per 36%4-foot car; complain- 
ant shipped two carloads between 
these points, but the cars furnished 
were only 34 feet in length, which 
resulted in an excess charge; since 
filing complaint defendants’ tariff was 
amended so as to provide that when 
cars less than 36 feet in length are 
furnished for carriers’ convenience a 
reductian of 8% per cent per foot 
would be made from rates applicable 
to cars 36% feet in length. Held, 
That tariff of defendants prior to 
amendment as indicated was un- 
reasonable; reparation awarded; 
March 13, p 373. 
































road & Navigation Co et al (1658), 
15 IC C Rep, 482. Reparation awarded 
complainant against the initial carrier 
for excessive charges on shipments of 
cattle from Ontario, Ore., and Nampa, 
Idaho, to Tacoma, Wash., on account 
of unnecessary diversion in transit 
effected without the knowledge or 
commana of the shippers; March 20, p 
4 


















conda & Pacific et al (1662), 15 ICC 
Rep, 432. Complainant shipped two 
earloads of cattle from Anaconda, 
Mont, to Tacoma, Wash, for which it 
was charged $20 more than the tariff 
rate received by the initial carrier 
for alleged special service. Held, That 
complainant is entitled to reparation 
from initial carrier for the difference 



















between what was actually charged 
and tariff rate; March 13, p 372. 


Carstens Packing Co vs Oregon Short 


Line et al (1688), 15 I C C Rep, 429. 
Complainant made shipments of cat- 
tle from Nampa, Idaho, to Tacoma, 
Wash, but in order to combine these 
cars with others instructed that the 
shipments go forward on combina- 
tion rates based on Ontario, Ore; this 
combination was higher than the 
through rate. Held, That under these 
circumstances, the reasonableness of 
the rates charged not being in issue, 
Commission has no authority to grant 
relief; March 13, p 371. 


Cavers Elevator Co vs Union Pacific 


(1644). Heard and decided with the 
Nebraska-Iowa Grain Co vs Union 
Pacific (1628), q v. 


Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al vs 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al 
(1516), 15 I C C Rep, 73. It appeared 
that the Victor Fuel Co owned the 
Colorado & Southeastern; that the 
Colorado Fuel & Iron Co, the Colo- 
rado & Wyoming; coal from mines 
of both these companies, when for 
points of consumption on the Santa 
Fe, had the benefit of the Trinidad, 
Colo, rate; complainants, operators in 
Trinidad district, ,but with their 
mines located on the Colorado & 
Southern, were forced to pay 40 cents 
above Trinidad rate when shipping 
to the same points as the two be- 
fore mentioned. Held, That the ar- 
rangements entered into between the 
carriers work an undue prejudice to 
the complainants’ mines and give un- 
lawful preference to their said com- 
petitors; that present rate of 40 cents 
per ton from the complainants’ mines 
to Trinidad, when destined to points 
upon Santa Fe, is excessive and 
should not exceed 25 cents; that 
Santa Fe should apply to this coal, 
when received from the Colorado & 
Southern at Trinidad, a rate 10 cents 
per ton less than the local Trinidad 
rate. Jan 30, p 138. 16 I C C Rep, 
402. On application for rehearing 
filed by the Colorado & Southeast- 
ern. Held, That rates on coal from 
complainants’ mines near ‘Ludlow, 
Colo., and from Ludlow and points 
between Ludlow and Trinidad, Colo., 
to interstate points on Santa Fe 
should not exceed rates from points 
on Colorado & Southeastern to said 
+ ena points on Santa Fe; June 
26, p 861. 


Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co vs Colorado 
& Southern et a! (1701), 15 I Cc Cc 
Rep, 546. It appeared that defend- 
ants had a rule providing for the 
recensignment of coal at $5, $6 and 
$7 per car when reconsigned within 
24, 48 and 72 hours, respectively. 
This was later superseded by a rule 
fixing the charge at $2 per car. 
Held, That charge of $5 per car 
when reconsigning was made before 
or immediately after arrival of Cor 
at first destination, and when no 
back or out-of-line haul was re- 
quired, was unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that it exceeded $2 per car; 
reparation awarded; March 20, p 435. 


Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co et al vs 
Colorado & Southern et al (1770, 
1782, 1787, 1788, 1805, 1806 and 1807), 
16 I C C Rep, 387. Complainants, 
coal operators in the Walsenburg 
fields in southern Colorado, contend 
that the blanket rates exacted for 
the transportation of coal from that 
district to points in Kansas, Ne- 
braska, Oklahoma, Texas and New 
Mexico are unreasonable because 
they cover groups of points too 
widely separated and because they 
are excessive when compared with 
rates from points in Kansas, Iowa, 
Missouri, Wyoming, @Q@linois, Okla- 
homa and Arkansas to consuming 
markets; that defendants’ reconsign- 
ment rule should be superseded by 
a rule eliminating seventy-two-hour 
time limit and permitting reconsign- 
ment of coal at any time upon pay- 
ment of a uniform charge. plus de- 
murrage. Held, That, considering the 
circumstances and conditions affect- 
ing coal rates from the Walsenburg 
district, rates complained of are 
neither unreasonable nor unjust; that 
complainants’ contentions in re recon- 
signment charges are without merit, 
the Commission having always con- 
sidered reconsignment a privilege, 




































































































Davenport Commercial Club vs Yazoo 


Davies, Edward G., vs Illinois Centra! 


Decisions - Darl 


River had for several years been as 
follows: Rates, per gross ton, from 
the Mount Pleasant and Centerville, 
Tenn,, districts to Chicago, Ill., $3.40; 
Indianapolis, Ind., $3; Dayton, O., 
$2.95; Columbus, 0., $3.20; Cleveland, 
O., $3.32; Canton O., $3.55; Sandusky, 
O., $3.27; Detroit, Mich., $3.32; Buf- 
falo, N. Y., $3.92; Pittsburg, Pa., 
$4.10.. Rates were advanced 55, 50, 
35, 45, 73, 55, 78, 78, 58 and 35 cents, 
respectively. Thereupon, complain- 
ants, manufacturers of fertilizer, filed 
suit with the Commission asking that 
this advance be declared unreason- 
able and lower rates be prescribed. 
Held, That the rates from Mount 
Pleasant district should not exceed 
the following: To Chicago, $3.70; 
Canton, $3.85; Sandusky, $3.70; In- 
dianapolis, $3.10; Columbus, $3.40; 
Cleveland, $3.80; Dayton, $3.05; Pitts- 
-burg, $4.20; Detroit, $3.85; Buffalo, 
$4.25; that proportional rates from 
Centerville district to the following, 
when for beyond, should not exceed: 
To Cincinnati, O., $2.25; Louisville, 
Ky., $2; Evansville, Ind., $2.10; that 
rates on phosphate rock from Center- 
ville district from Ohio River cross- 
ings to the points below should not 
exceed the following: From Evans- 
ville to Chicago, $1.60; from Louisville 
to Indianapolis, $1.10. From Cincin- 
nati to the following: Canton, $1.60; 
Sandusky, $1.45; Columbus, $1.15; 
Cleveland, $1.55; Dayton, $0.80; Pitts- 
burg, $1.95; Detroit, $1.60; Buffalo, 
$2; reparation awarded the complain- 
ants on this basis; Jan. 30, p 130. 





























































































& Mississippi Valley et al (1838), 16 
I C C Rep, 209. Baden, Miss., is a 
shipping point on the line of Yazoo 
& Mississippi Valley intermediate to 
Tutwiler, Miss., and Davenport, Ia.; 
Kirkpatrick, Miss., is similarly situ- 
ate with respect to Drew, Miss., and 
Davenport. Complainant alleged that 
the maintenance of higher rates on 
cypress lumber from Baden and Kirk- 
patrick to Davenport than from Tut- 
wiler and Drew to same destination 
was in violation of section 4 of Act 
to Regulate Commerce. Defendants 
admitted the unreasonableness of said 
adjustment and revised the same by 
equalizing the rates from all these 
points to Davenport. Held, That for- 
mer ‘adjustment -was unreasonable 
and reparation awarded; May 22, p 
719. 


(2571), 16 I C C Rep, 376. Defend- 
ant’s tariff provided estimated 
weights for cabbages when shipped 
in so-called standard crates hereto- 
fore in use in the cabbage traffic, 
but it appears that during the spring 
of 1908 shipments from Louisiana 

_ and Mississippi points to Chicago, IIl., 
were made in crates of other dimen- 
sions. Held, That, upon the special 
facts shown of record, complainant is 
liable for, and defendant may law- 
fully collect, freight charges at the 
published rate per 100 pounds on the 
actual weight of such shipments as 
were received by the complainant 
during period in quéstion, estimated, 
as was done, by weighing a number 
of crates in each shipment and thus 
ascertaining the average weight per 
crate, but defendant should have re- 
vised its tariffs to conform to the 
changed conditions; June 26, p 859. 

Davis, Wm. M., vs West Jersey Ex- 
press Co et al (1555), 16 I C C Rep, 
214. Complaint attacks exaction of 
double merchandise rates on small 
animals, viz., guinea pigs, rabbits 
and rats, when packed in secure 
containers and not requiring feeding 
or watering en route. Held, That 
merchandise rates should apply; May 
22, p 781. 

Dayton Chamber of Commerce vs Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St Paul et al 
(1700), 16 I C C Rep, 82. Complain- 
ant attacked reasonableness of 
through class rate of 33% cents ap- 
plied on shipment of non-edible 
grease from Austin, Minn., to Day- 
ton, O., basing its complaint on 
ground that the sum of local com- 
modity rates in and out of Chicago, 
Tll., made a combination of 24.6 cents. 
Defendant, Chicago, Milwaukee & St 
Paul, admitted the unreasonableness 
of rate applied and offered to make 
reparation on basis of 25-cent rate. 


ceeded 25 cents; reparation awarded 


De Camp Bros. et al vs Southern Rail- 


Diehl, Wm. J. 


Douglas & Co vs Chicago, Rock Island 


Duluth Log Co vs Minnesota & Inter- 


Duluth Log Co vs Minnesota & Inter- 
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Held, That rate should not have ex- 









on that basis and defendants re- 
quired to maintain the lower rate for 
the customary period; April 24, p 586. 
























way et al (1789), 16 I C C Rep, 144. 
Complainants shipped carload of pig 
iron from Sheffield, Ala., to Hutch- 
inson, Kan., on which published rate 
was $7.84 per ton. Via another route 
there was a rate of $6.39. One of the 
defendants agreed to protect this 
rate, but failed to do so. Held, That 
the statement. of a delivering carrier 
that it would protect a rate via a 
competitive line is not evidence of 
the unreasonableness of a rate; com- 
plaint dismissed; May 15, p 672. 
(doing business as 
Capital Pine Co), vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul et al (2079), 16 
I C C Rep, 190. Complainant, on 
Dec. 22, 1907, shipped carload of 
sawdust from Duluth, Minn., to An- 
dover, S. D., on which through rate 
of 16 cents was charged. At the 
same time, there was in effect a com- 
bination of locals which would result 
in a rate of 12% cents. Complainant 
attacks higher through rate as un- 
reasonable. Held, That rate should 
not exceed 12% cents and reparation 
awarded; May 22, p 727. 

















& Pacific et al (1828), 16 I C C Rep, 
232. Complainant is a manufacturer 
of starch from corn and is located 
at Cedar Rapids, Ia. For many years 
prior to 1908, complainant was granted 
milling-in-transit privileges, but at 
that time they were either with- 
drawn or changed to some other basis, 
resulting in increases of from 25 to 
nearly 100 per cent in rates so af- 
fected. At the same time defendants 
continued to accord milling-in-transit 
privileges to manufacturers of other 
grain products, and one of the de- 
fendants accorded this privilege to a 
manufacturer of starch at another 
point in the same state. It was al- 
leged that the abolition of this priv- 
ilege subjected complainant to unrea- 
sonable rates on corn and starch and 
to undue discrimination. Defendants 
argue that Commission is without 
power to direct a carrier to grant 
a transit privilege. There can, how- 
ever, be no question as to the right 
and power of the Commission to 
order the removal of an unjust dis- 
crimination and to prescribe such rea- 
sonable rates and regulations as will 
effect such removal; defendants or- 
dered to work out a plan for tne re- 
moval of the unjust discrimination 
herein found to exist and submit same 
to Commission; May 22, p 689. 






















































national et al (1703), 15 I C € Rep, 
192. A shipment of poles from La- 
porte, .Minn., to Louisville, Ky., was 
misrouted and sent over an unneces- 
sarily expensive route. Defendants 
did not make allowance of 500 pounds 
for weight of stakes and supports, 
although each defendant was at that 
time, or immediately thereafter be- 
came, party to tariff providing for 
such allowance; reparation awarded 
for excess charges due to misrouting 
and to failure to make allowance for 
stakes; Feb. 13, p 202. 






























national et al (1920), 15 I C C Rep, 
627. Complainant offered shipment 
of poles for transportation from La 
Porte, Minn., to Poplar Bluff, Mo. 
Movement was charged sum of locals 
to Kansas City, Mo., Kansas City to 
St. Louis, Mo., and St. Louis to 
Poplar Bluff. Complainant alleged 
that shipment should have gone to 
St. Louis without passing through 
Kansas City, by which route a lower 
combination of rates was available; 
that the allowance for stakes sub- 
sequently incorporated in defendants’ 
tariff should be granted complainant. 
It appeared, however, that complain- 
ant directed routing and that ship- 
ment could not have moved as sug- 
gested lines other than those named 
in shipping ticket participating. It 
further appeared, however, that if 
delivering carrier had routed ship- 
ment from Kansas City to Poplar 
Bluff via Springfield, Mo., a lower 
rate would have been applicable. 










Decisions - Falls 29 


Held, That it was the duty of initial 
carrier to obey specific routing in- 
structions furnished by complainant, 
but that complainant was entitled to 
lowest rate available from Kansas 
City to Poplar Bluff via delivering 
carrier, the St Louis & San Francisco 
railroad, and that damages should 
be awarded against said defendant 
for such misrouting via its line; that 
complainant is entitled to allowance 
for the weight of stakes furnished; 
April 17, p 530. 


Duluth Log Co vs Chicago, St Paul, 


Minneapolis & Omaha et al (1921), 
same vs Minnesota & International 
et al (1962), 16 I C C Rep, 38. Com- 
plainant claims reparation in these 
two cases for higher charge collected 
on shipments of poles from Wash- 
burn, Wis., to Winside, Neb., and 
from Northome, Minn., to James, Ia., 
because the actual weight at destina- 
tion was greater than that named in 
bill of lading. The record shows that 
weight upon which rates were finally 
assessed was the correct weight, and 
complaints as to this matter should 
be dismissed; but order issued for an 
admitted overcharge on Northome 
shipment; April 24, p 583. 


Du Pont De Nemours, E. I., Powder 


Company vs New York, New Haven 

& Hartford et al (1950), 1446 I C C 

Rep, 351. Complaint involves reason- 

ableness of a rate of 69 cents on 

safety fuse from Avon, Conn., to 

Pleasant Prairie, Wis. It is alleged 

that reasonable rate would be 44 

cents. While at the time shipment 
in question moved, the 69-cent rate 
was the one legally applicable, it ap- 

peared that it was in effect largely 
through complications in the tariff 
issues of defendants. These have 
since been corrected and the 44-cent 
rate has been published. Held, That 
the higher rate was unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeded 44 cents; 
reparation awarded; June 19, p 842. - 

Edwards, E. L., vs Louisiana & Ar- 
Kansas et al (1820). . This case in- 
volves the same questions decided in 
Chicago Lumber & Coal Co et al vs 
Tioga S E et al (1438), q v; dis- 
missed. 

Empire Oil Works vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul et al (2071), 16 I 
C C Rep, 401. Complainant made 
shipment of gasoline from Reno, Pa., 
to Milton Junction, Wis., for which 
joint rate of 33% cents was charged. 
At the same time the combination of 
locals on Milwaukee, Wis., gave rate 
of 21 cents, which rate. was subse- 
quently established as through joint 
rate. Held, That higher rate was un- 
reasonable to the extent that it ex- 
ceeded the combination of locals; rep- 
aration awarded; June 26, p 873. 

Enterprise Fuel Co vs Pennsylvania 
et al (1587), 16 I C C Rep, 219. On 
complaint asking for establishment 
of through route and joint rate via 
defendants’ lines from Alden, Pa., 
to the Hillen and Walbrook stations 
of Western Maryland railroad in Bal- 
timore, Md. Held (1), That through 
route at present existing to the ter- 
minals of Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany in Baltimore is a satisfactory 
through route to Baltimore proper, in 
which the Hillen station of the West- 
ern Maryland is located, and (2) that 
Walbrook, although lying within the 
limits of Baltimore, is a_ distinct 
transportation point to which no sat- 
isfactory through route exists; de- 
fendants ordered to establish through 
route and joint rate to that point; 
May 22, g 736. 

Fairmont Creamery Co et al vs Illinois 
Central et al (1292). See Beatrice 
Creamery Co vs Ill Cent (1162); ante. 

Fairmont Creamery Co vs Pacific Ex- 
eens Co (1387), 15 I C C Rep, 134. 

Omplainant alleged that defendant 
declines to issue to it a receipt for 
empty cans returned free on ship- 
ments of cream from various country 
stations to complainant’s creamery at 
Omaha. This case was heard with 
that of Beatrice Creamery company 
vs I C R R Co, supra, and as de- 
fendant intends to issue such receipts 
as soon as new scale of rates on 
crgam are inaugurated, no order is 
issued; Jan. 30, p 127. 

Falls, J. G., & Co vs. ‘we Rock 
Island & Pacific et al (1765), 16 2 
C C Rep, 269. The local rate on eot- 














































































































































































Decisions - Falls 


ton linters, uncompressed, any quan- 
tity, from Malden, Mo., to St. Louis 
via the St Louis & San Francisco. 
was 25 cents; the joint rate from St. 
Louis to Minneapolis, Minn., via, the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy and 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
was 26 cents, with carload minimum 
of 24,000 pounds. Complainant ten- 
dered shipment weighing 22,471 pounds 
to the Frisco at Malden for trans- 
portation to Minneapolis. Complain- 
ant alleged that request was made 
that shipment be handled in one car, 
but it had notice that initial carrier 
had sent it forward in two and took 
no action of any kind. The Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy received ship- 
ment in this form at St. Louis and 
so delivered it to the Rock Island. 
Upon arrival at Minneapolis, charges 
were assessed on one car at 24,000 
pounds minimum and the _ 8,988 
pounds in the second car was billed 
at 26 cents per hundred pounds. Com- 
plainant thereupon sueq before Com- 
mission to recover charges paid upon 
the second car. Held, That under a 
local, any-quantity rate, a shipper has 
no right to demand a car of a given 
size; that a carrier cannot be con- 
trolled by the terms of the separate 
tariffs of its connections, its own 
published schedules are the measure 
of its obligations to shippers; com- 
plaint dismissed; Feb. 20, p 224. 
Farley & Loetscher Manufacturing Co 
vs Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul 
(2066), 15 I C C Rep, 602. Defendant 
made shipments of doors via defend- 
ant’s line from Dubuque, Ia., to Sious 
Falls; S. D., on which charges of 
19 cents were assessed. At the same 
time there was in effect via a com- 
petitive road a rate of 10 cents and 
subsequently defendant reduced its 
rates to that figure. Held, That for- 
mer rate was unreasonable; repara- 
tion awarded; April 17, p 537. 
Florida Railroad Commission vs Sea- 
board Air Line et al (1759), 16 I C 
C Rep, 1. . Alachua is about 15 miles 
east and Hawthorne about 18 miles 
west of Gainesville, Ga. Rates on 
sea island cotton to Savannah, Ga., 
were 39, 45 and 40 cents, respectively; 
all three towns having access to this 
market by a one-line haul over either 
Seaboard Air or Atlantic Coast Line. 
The haul from all three points to Sa- 
vannah over the former line is of 
practically equal length; distances via 
Atlantic Coast line vary. - Complain- 
ant attacked aforesaiq relation of 
rates as unduly preferential to Ala- 
chua. Held, That complaint is well 
founded as to Seaboard Air Line, 
but no findings are made as to At- 
lantic Coast’ Line because of its 
greater length of haul; that rates 
from Gainesville, Alachua and Haw- 
thorne, Fla., via former line to Sa- 
vannah, Ga., should not exceed 39 
cents; April 17, p 525. 
Folmer, C, C., & Co vs Great Northern 
et al (1595), 15 I C C Rep, 33. With- 
out tariff provision therefor, prior to 
Aug. 28, 1906, Wisconsin Central held 
shipments of shingles at Menasha, 
Wis., consigned to complainant from 
Pacific coast subject to rebilling and 
forwarding to points beyond Chicago, 
Ill. Under this arrangement ship- 
ments would move to Chicago on 
proportional rate applying between 
Minnesota Transfer, Minn., and Chi- 
cago, the same as if they had not 
been stopped at Menasha. March 2, 
1906, shipment was delivered to Great 
Northern at Bellingham, Wash.; agent 
failed to order shipment delivered to 
Wisconsin Central at Minnesota 
Transfer and it was turned over to 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. Car 
was rebilled to Detroit, Mich., and 
rates from Minnesota Transfer to 
Menasha and from Menasha _ to 
Chicago assessed instead of pro- 
portional applying between Minne- 
sota Transfer and Chicago, resulting 
in an alleged overcharge of $28.50. 
Complainant filed suit with the Com- 
mission for recovery. Held, That 
privilege of rebilling shipments at 
Menasha under proportional rate from 
Minnesota Transfer to Chicago re- 
quired tariff publication to he law- 
ful. (2) That an act of negligence 
which deprives the shipper of the en- 
joyment of an unlawful rate cannot 
be made the basis of a claim for rep- 
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— complaint dismissed; Jan 16, 
Pp 600. 


Foster Lumber Co vs Atchison, Topeka 


& Santa Fe et al (1677), 15 I C C 
Rep, 56. Complainant shipped car- 
load of lumber from Fostoria, Tex., 
to Melrose, N. M., on which it was 
charged 41 cents. Subsequently de- 
fendants established joint through 
rate of 33 cents between said points. 
Upon complaint seeking reparation 
based on difference between these 
rates: Held, On the record, that the 
41-cent rate was not so unreasonable 
as to warrant an order that all 
moneys collected thereunder should 
be refunded; reparation disallowed 
ane complaint dismissed; Jan. 30, p 


Frankel Display Fixture Co vs Chicago, 


Burlington & Quincy et al (1774), 16 
I C C Rep, 341. Decided with New- 
ton Gum Co vs same (1773), q v. 


General Chemical Co vs Norfolk & 


Western et al (1903), 15 I C C Rep, 
349. Under a published tariff. pro- 
viding that minimum weight of a 
carload shipment should be marked 
capacity of the car, complainant 
shipped carload of sulphide of iron, 
weighing 53,550 pounds, from Pulaski, 
Va., to Edgewater, N. J. Complain- 
ant, it is alleged, ordered car of 60,- 
000 pounds, but initial carrier found 
that its convenience would best be 
served by using car of marked ca- 
pacity of 80,000 pounds. Charges 
were assessed on arrival of car at its 
destination on basis of 80,000 pounds 
minimum, although it was understood 
before shipment started that 60,000 
minimum would apply. Held, That 
a tariff naming a rate per ton on a 
commodity and providing that mini- 
mum carload weight shall be marked 
capacity of car gives shipper right 
to demand any car of recognized 
standard dimensions suitable for the 
carriage of that commodity. If upon 
reasonable demand the carrier cannot 
supply car of particular size ordered, 
it is its duty nevertheless to accept 
shipment and move it in any available 
car or cars, applying the rate on 
basis of marked capacity of car or- 
dered; Feb. 27, p 298. 


Gilchrist, Henry M., vs Lake Erie & 


Western et al (1943), 16 I C C Rep, 
318. Complaint attacks reasonable- 
ness of through rate of 74 cents ap- 
plied on shipment of oil well supplies 
and pipe from Fishers, Ind., to Bar- 
tlesville, Okla. Held, That rate 
should not have exceeded combina- 
tion on St. Louis, Mo., viz., 58% 
cents; reparation awarded; May 29, 
P 765. 


Goddard, Joseph A., Co vs Cleveland, 


Cincinnati, Chicago & St Louis et al 
(2059), 16 I C C Rep, 298. Reparation 
awarded complainant for unreasonable 
rates charged on less than carload 
shipments of metallic cartridges and 
loaded paper shells, from Kings Mills, 
O., to Muncie, Ind., because of typo- 
graphical error in tariff sheet which 
has subsequently been corrected; May 
22, p 732. 


Godfrey, C. H., & Son vs Texas, Arkan- 


sas & Louisiana et al (1558); same vs. 
same (1568), 15 I C C Rep, 65. The 
rates on canned peaches from At- 
lanta, Tex., to Chicago when shipped 
via Texas & Pacific and its connec- 
tions was 61 cents; via same route 
to Kansas City, Mo., 58 cents. Com- 
plainant made shipments over Texas, 
Arkansas & Louisiana, with the un- 
derstanding that these rates would 
apply. It developed, however, that 
this carrier had no through commod- 
ity rates on canned peaches and com- 
plainants were compelled to pay class 
rates. Subsequently, Texas, Arkan- 
sas & Louisiana put in commodity 
rate of 58 cents to Chicago and of 
51 cents to Kansas City. Complain- 
ants assailed class rates and asked 
that maximum rate to Chicago be 
fixed at 54 cents and to Kansas City 
at 50 cents. Held, That defendants’ 
class rates were unreasonable and 


_ ought not to have exceeded present 


commodity rates of 51 and 58 cents, 
respectively; reparation awarded _on 


_ that basis and defendants ordered to 


maintain said rates for two years; 
Jan, 23, p 82. 


Goff-Kirby Coal Co vs Bessemer & Lak? 


Erie (1248-1721), 15 I C C Rep, 553. 
Written agreement for compromise 





settlement of claims'for reparation 
in original case No. 1248, 13 I Cc ¢c 
Rep, 383; approved; March 20, p 438, 


Goodman Produce Co vs Morgan’s Lou- 


isiana & Texas Railroad & Steamship 
Co et al (1592). See Payne vs sare 
(1589); post. 


Gough, Richard, & Co vs Illinois Cen- 


tral (1533), 15 I C C Rep, 280. Com- 
plainant alleged that defendant’s 
storage charge on brewer’s rice, at 
New Orleans, La., viz., first 48 hours, 
nothing; next ten days, 1 cent per 
hundred pounds; each additional ten 
days or fraction thereof, % cents per 
hundred pounds, was unjust and un- 
reasonable. Upon consideration of 
facts and circumstances disclosed by 
record: Held, That charges at this 
point are not unjust or unreasonable; 
complaint dismissed; Feb. 20, p 233. 


Grand Rapids Plaster Co vs Pere Mar- 


quette et al (1619), 15 I C C Rep, 
68. Complainant shipped two carloads 
of plaster from Grand Rapids, Mich., 
via Milwaukee, Wis., to Houghton, 
Mich., for which it was charged rate 
of 20 cents. When shipments were 
made initial carrier had a published 
rate on plaster between said points 
of 16% cents per 100 pounds, but at 
date of shipments delivering carrier 
had not concurred in 16%-cent rate. 
Subsequently the 16%-cent rate was 
made legal rate over route taken. 
Held, That 20-cent rate was unjust 
and unreasonable and that 16%-cent 
rate would be a just and reasonable 
rate for the future; reparation award- 
ed; Jan. 29, p 79. 


Green Bay Business Men’s Assn vs 


Baltimore & Ohio et al (1695), 15 1C 
C Rep, 59. Rates between the At- 
lantic seaboard and points west of the 
Buffalo-Pittsburg line up to the Mis- 
sissippi River are generally made in 
groups upon a percentage basis, the 
rate from New York to Chicago being 
100 per cent. Complainant alleged 
that Green Bay, Wis., was discrim- 
inated against because Milwaukee, 
Manitowoc, Sheboygan and Kewaw- 
nee, Wis., and Menominee, Mich., 
were given the 100 per cent, i. e., 
Chicago, rate. Held, That rates from 
eastern territory to Green Bay, Wis., 
may properly be higher than the Chi- 
cago scale; the basis now in effect, 
which fs about 107 per cent of Chi- 
cago, not found unlawful; Jan. 23, 
Pp Tt. 


Hafey, C. J., vs St Louis & San Fran- 


cisco et al (1553), 15 I C C Rep, 245. 
Complainant, a shipper of oil from 
Paola, Kan., attacked reasonableness 
of rate of 8 cents on crude petroleum 
from Paola to Kansas City, Kan., the 
traffic passing en route through a 
portion of Missouri. Held, That rate 
is excessive and should not exceed 
7 cents, the charge under 8-cent rate 
being more than 3% cents per ton 
per mile; Feb. 20, p 237. 


Hanna, M. A., Coal Co vs Northern Pa- 


cific et al (1598), 16 I C C Rep, 289. 
Complaint alleges assessment of un- 
reasonable freight charges on ship- 
ments of coal from Superior, Wis., 
to points in North and South Dakota 
through the imposition of minimum 
weights greater than those applying 
On cars ordered. It appeared that 
complainant ordered cars of 40,000 
pounds capacity, but that carrier fur- 
nished 60,000-pound cars and assessed 
minimum applicable thereon, viz., 
54,000. In no case had the actual 
weight of the shipment approached 
that figure. Held, That defendant’s 
charges were unreasonable; repara- 
tion awarded; May 22, p 718. 


Harlow Lumber Co vs Atlantic Coast 


Line et al (1397), 15 I C C Rep, 501. 
Complainant alleged that through rate 
of 32 cents upon lumber from War- 
saw, N. C., to Chappaqua, N. Y., was 
unreasonable, because it exceeded 
combination of local charges to and 
from New York, but it appeared that 
for reasons stated complainant could 
not have taken advantage of combina- 
tion of local charges, except at an 
expense as great as or greater than 
through rate. Held, That the record 
does not disclose a typical through 
rate in excess of combination of locals 
such as has been condemned in gen- 
eral terms by the Commission; repa- 
aration denied and complaint dis- 
missed; March 20, p 428. 
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Decisions - Hart 





FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





Hartman Furniture & Carpet Co vs 
Wisconsin Central et al (1837), 15 
I C C Rep, 530. During October, 1906, 
complainant made shipments of stoves 
from Minneapolis, Minn., to Fremont, 
O., on which through class rate of 
33 cents was assessed. At the same 
time the local rates in and out of 
Chicago, Ill., made a combination rate 
of 28 cents. Subsequently, on July 8, 
1907, this rate was established as a 
through commodity rate between Min- 
neapolis and Fremont; Dec. 15, 1907, 
it was increased to 29% cents. Held, 
That former class rate was excessive 
ang should not have exceeded the 
present commodity rate of 29% cents; 
reparation awarded on that basis; 
March 20, p 427. 


Heileman, G., Brewing Company vs Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St Paul (2329), 16 
I C C Rep, 396. Glencoe, Minn., is 
intermediate to La Crosse, Wis., and 
Granite Falls, Minn. Defendant main- 
tained rate of 15 cents on beer from 
La Crosse to Granite Falls, but the 
only rate applicable to Glencoe was 
class rate of 19.3 cents. Subsequently 
15-cent rate was made applicable to 
Glencoe. Held, That class rate was 
excessive; that rate from La Crosse 
to Glencoe should not exceed rate to 
Granite Falls; reparation awarded; 
June 26, p 869. 

Hendrickson, C. D., Lumber Co vs Kan- 
sas City Southern et al (1918), 16 I 
C C Rep, 129. Complainant tendered 
principal defendant carload of lumber 
for transportation from De Queen, 
Ark., to Memphis, Tenn., with no 
routing instructions, except that de- 
livery should be made to consignee 
over the Illinois Central. . Instead of 
routing shipment via Ashdown, Ark., 
via which route combination rate of 
22 cents was possible, defendant sent 
car via Howe, Okla., and rate of 30 
cents was assessed. Held, That de- 
fendant initial carrier should have 
forwarded shipment by the cheapest 
reasonable available route and that 
reparation should be granted com- 
plainant; May 8, p 643. j 

Holley Matthews Manufacturing Co vs 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley et al 
(1386), 15 I C C Rep, 436. Complain- 
ant shipped 22 carloads of cotton- 
wood “box shooks from Greenville, 
Miss., to Cedar Rapids, Ia., for which 
it was charged through rate of 27 
cents. At the same time there was 
in effect a rate on cottonwood and 
cottonwood box shooks of 10 cents 
from Greenville to Cairo, Ill., and a 
rate of 14 cents on lumber generally, 
including box shooks, from Cairo to 
Cedar Rapids; reparation awarded on 
the basis of difference between 
through and combination rates; March 
13, p 378. 


Hutchinson-McCandlish Coal Co _ vs 
Baltimore & Ohio et al (1689), 16 I 
C C Rep, 360. Complainant had con- 


tract with a certain carrier for the 
sale of a specified amount of coal to 
be delivered free on board boats at 


St. George, S. I. Under defendants’ 


demurrage rules, when, a barge reg- 
isters at the pier office for the cargo 
of which the coal or coke dumped is 
a part, the number of carloads it will 
contain are immediately ‘‘matched 
off”? against it and demurrage ceases 
upon such carloads, regardless of the 
time when the railroad may actually 
unload the coal into the barge. Owing 
to inclement weather and other con- 
ditions, consignee did not furnish 
barges for some time and demurrage 
accrued on the waiting coal. Upon 
suit being filed for recovery of such 
charges: Held, That rule under which 
they were assessed is not unreason- 
able; complaint dismissed; June 19, 


Pp 836. 


Hydraulic Press’ Brick Co vs Vandalia 
et al (1495), 15 I C C Rep, 175. Com- 
plainant shipped 7 carloads of pressed 
brick from Collinsville, Ill... to Gal- 
veston, Tex., under through rate of 
27 cents. The rate from St. Louis 
to Galveston was 22 cents. Collins- 
ville is in close proximity to East St. 
Louis and the rate from Collinsville 
to East St. Louis was 1 cent. Com- 
plainant averred that it ought not be 

charged more than combination of 

locals upon East St. Louis. Held, 

That rate from Collinsville to Gal- 

veston should not have exceeded 23. 


\ 


cents; reparation awarded on that 
basis; Feb. 13, p 204. 

In the Matter of Allowances to Eleva- 
tors by the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company (687). Effective date of or- 
der extended to Jan. 1, 1910; June 5, 


p 796. 

In the Matter of Contracts of Express 
Companies for Free Trnasportation of 
Their Men and Material Over Rail- 
roads (1985), 16 I C C Rep, 246. This 
proceeding of inquiry upon the Com- 
mission’s Own motion was entered 
upon for purpose of determining law- 
fulness of certain provisions for free 
transportation of men and material 
contained in contracts over various 
lines of railway over which defendant 
express companies operate. Held, 
That railway company may lawfully 
transport men and supplies of ex- 
press company without reference to 
any tariff provision, when employed 
or used in business of express com- 
pany upon line of railway ‘itself, and 
in same manner express company 
may lawfully transport the packages 
of railway between points upon that 
line of railway without reference to 
its tariff rates; that railway company 


supplies of express company when 


In the Matter of Jurisdiction Over Wa- 


In the Matter of Passes to Clergymen 


In the Matter of Through Passenger 


In the Matter of When Does a Cause of 













































may not lawfully transport men and 








employed or used in business of that 
company at points not on line of rail- 
way, and express company may not 
lawfuly transport for a railway pack- 
ages between points on its route, but 
not on that particular line of railway; 
May 22, p 694. 













ter Carriers (1747), 15 I C C Rep, 205. 
Held, That carriers of interstate com- 
merce by water are subject to Act to 
Regulate Commerce only in respect 
of traffic transported under common 
control, management or arrangement 
with rail carrier, and in respect of 
traffic not so transported they are ex- 
empt from its provision; Feb 13, p 185. 


















and Persons Engaged in Charitable 
Work, 15 I C C Rep, 45. The clergy 
bureau of the Transcontinental Pas- 
senger Association issued a circular 
letter representing that because of 
rulings of the Commission special 
transportation privileges could no 
longer be accorded ordained clergy- 
men acting as editors of officially 
recognized church papers, acting as 
college presidents or professors, act- 
ing as financial agents for church, 
religious or charitable institutions, in- 
cluding educational institutions under 
church government; ordained clergy- 
men engaged in Christian Temperance 
or Y. M. C. A. work; brothers of re- 
ligious orders or sisters of charity. 
Held, That carriers subject to the act 
may legally grant free or reduced 
transportation to the people enumer- 
ated above; that the position taken by 
the bureau with respect to these per- 
sons is far in advance of anything re- 
quired by the law or by the Commis- 
sion’s rulings. Jan 23, p 91. 
























































Routes via Portland, Ore. (1544), 16 
I C C Rep, 300. This was an inquiry 
instituted by the Commission on its 
own motion. It appeared that North- 
ern Pacific declined to join in sale 
of through tickets between Seattle, 
Wash., and other points in northwest 
and eastern destinations via Portland, 
Ore., and to accord through facilities, 
like checking of baggage, over this 
route. Held, That Northern Pacific, 
Union Pacific and Chicago & North- 
western railroads should join in sale 
of through passenger tickets between 
Seattle and other points in northwest 
and eastern destinations, via Port- 
land, and accord through facilities, 
rates not to exceed those charged be- 
tween the same points via Northern 
Pacific and its present connections; 
May 29, p 757. 
































Action Accrue Under the Act to Reg- 
ulate Commerce, 15 I C C Rep, 201. 
Held, In complaints for recovery of 
damages caused by unreasonable or 
unduly discriminatory rates, cause of 
action acerues when payment is 
made; in any other complaints for re- 
covery of damages for alleged viola- 
tions of Act to Regulate Commerce, 
of which this Commission has juris- 
diction, the cause of action accrues 
when carrier does the unlawful act or 
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fails to do what the law requires; Feb 
13, p 190. 


Indiana Steel & Wire Co vs Chicago, 


Rock Island & Pacific et al (1369) 
16 I C C Rep, 155. For a number of 
years prior to May 25, 1907, defend- 
ants had maintained identical joint 
rates on steel and wire products from 
what was known as the Chicago-Cin- 
cinnati territory, east of the Mis- 
sissippi and north of the Ohio River, 
when destined to Arkansas common 
points. Beginning on that date, de- 
fendants divided said territory along 
the Illinois-Indiana state line and es- 
tablished separate rates for territory 
west of said state line, known as 
Chicago territory, and for territory 
east of said state line, including 
Muncie and Kokomo, Ind., known as 
Cincinanti territory, rates from the 
Cincinnati territory being higher than 
those applying from Chicago territory. 
It was charged that this action of 
defendants created a _ condition of 
preference with respect to shippers in 
Chicago territory and of prejudicé and 
disadvantage with respect to ship- 
pers of similar commodities in Cin- 
cinnati territory; that the discrimi- 
nation thus wrought excluded ship- 
pers in Muncie and Kokomo from 
competition in Arkansas common 
points with shippers in Chicago ter- 
ritory. The manufacturing plants at 
Muncie and Kokomo having been es- 
tablished after the establishment by 
defendants of Chicago-Cincinnati ter- 
ritory, and the rates, practices and 
regulations applying to shipments of 
wire and wire products from such ter- 
ritory, destined to Arkansas common 
points, and in view thereof, and the 
traffic of such plants having grown 
up in competition with the traffic 
from similar plants in Chicago terri- 
tory between the years 1902 to 1907. 
Held, That the different rates, rules 
and regulations made to apply to 
Chicago and to Cincinnati territories, 
beginning in May, 1907, created dis- 
criminations, preferences, prejudices 
and disadvantages as between Chi- 
eago territory and Cincinnati terri- 
tory, and particularly between the 
plants located at Joliet, De Kalb, 
Lockport, Waukegan, Ill., and Janes- 
ville and Milwaukee, Wis., in Chicago 
territory and the plants located in 
Muncie and Kokomo, in Cincinnati 
territory, which said discriminations, 
preferences, prejudices and disadvan- 
tages are found to be undue and un- 
just and are condemned; Muncie and 
Kokomo given Chicago territory rates 
and regulations; May 15, p 662. 
Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs Cleve- 
land, Cincinnati Chicago & St Louis 
et al (1041), 15 I C C Rep, 504. Com- 
plainant alleged unjust discrimina- 
tion in rates on various articles 
from Indianapolis, Ind., to East St. 
Louis, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., as 
compared with rates on same arti- 
ticles from Chicago. Held, That, 
while recognizing the difference in 
competitive conditions as between 
Indianapolis and Chicago, the dispari- 
ties between existing rates from these 
respective points of origin are too 
great on some commodities; relative 
adjustment on irom and steel articles, 
castings, burlaps, gunny bags, furni- 
ture and chairs, iron beds and 
wooden ladders ordered. (2) Com- 
plainant .challenged reasonableness 
of Official Classification rule provid- 
ing for fourth-class ratings on 
japanned castings when in carloads 
and third class in less-than-carload 
lots. Formerly carload shipments 
were rated fifth and less-than-car- 
load fourth class. It appeared that 
these ratings had been applied dur- 
ing a considerable period of time. 
Held, That former ratings should be 
applied. (3) Unjust discrimination 
against Indianapolis was alleged in 
that a rule permitting the use of 
two cars for one at the highest 
minimum weight and the lowest rate 
provided for one car to accommo- 
date shipments of light and bulky 
articles is applied at Chicago, while 
same is denied on _ similar ship- 
ments from Indianapolis to Western 
Trunk Line territory and to Mis- 
sissippi River crossings. Held, That 
rule similar in substance, but so 
restricted and modified as to pre- 
vent its improper manipulation, 
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Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs Penn- 
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inating at the Ohio River or south 
thereof, but roads operating. north of 
the river have adopted proportional 
rates, published in Southern Classi- 
fication, on traffic originating at 
points: north of the Ohio and des- 
tined to southeastern territory, but 
with certain specific exceptions on 
which commodity proportionals higher 
than the class rates have been pub- 
lished; defendants justify this action 
on ground that conditions intSouthern 
and Official Classification territories 
are different and that the two 
schedules vary; that the adoption of 
the lower rates would disturb local 
rates from points in Central Freight 
Association territory to Ohio River 
crossings, such local rates being ap- 
plied ordinarily as proportional on 
through traffic from those points to 
southeastern territory. Complainant 
asks that the higher commodity pro- 
portionals applying on traffic from 
Indianapolis to Ohio River crossings, 
destined to the southeast, be can- 
celed and class proportionals ap- 
plied. Held, That under the circum- 
stances of this case, the order 
prayed for is not warranted; com- 
plaint dismissed; March 6, p 341. 













































sylvania et al (1674); same vs Illi- 
nois Central et al (1835), 15 I C C 
Rep, 567. For the purpose of mak- 
ing rates from the Atlantic sea- 
board, Central Freight Association 
territory has for many years been 
divided into zones, each zone tak- 
ing a certain percentage of the New 
York-Chicago rates, in the fixing of 
which percentage consideration is 
given to the distance from New 
York; out of this system of rate ad- 
justment have grown well-established 
rate relationships between different 
cities in Central Freight Association 
territory. Effective Aug. 1 and Oct. 
1, 1908, advances were made by de- 
fendants in case No 1674 in rates 
on coffee and sugar from New York 
to all points in Central Freight As- 
sociation territory excepting St 
Louis, Mo, and Ohio River crossings, 
thus destroying the relationship be- 
tween rates to those points and to 
Indianapolis; effective July 15 and 
Oct. 15, 1908, defendants in case No 
1835 made certain advances in the 
rates on coffee and sugar from New 
Orleans, La, to points in Central 
Freight Association territory, except- 
ing St Louis and Ohio River cross- 
ings; complainant attacked this 
change in the relationship of rates 
between Indianapolis on the one hand 
and St Louis and Ohio River cross- 
ings on the other in adjusting the 
rates on sugar and coffee from New 
York and New Orleans as_ unjustly 
discriminatory against Indianapolis. 
Held, (1) That departure from for- 
mer relationship of rates on sugar 
from New Orleans to Indianapolis 
and to St Louis and Ohio River 
crossings is not unjustly discrimina- 
tory against Indianapolis, because 
rates on sugar from New Orleans to 
St Louis and to Ohio River crossings 
are controlled by potential water 
competition; but that it is unjustly 
discriminatory against Indianapolis 
to depart from former relationship of 
rates on coffee, because such rates 
on coffee are not controlled by water 
competition; (2) that rates on sugar 
from Atlantic seaboard points to St 
Louis and Ohio River crossings are 
controlled by the water-controlled 
rates from New Orleans, and that 
therefore it is not unjustly discrim- 
inatory against Indianapolis to de- 
part from former relationship of 
rates on sugar from Atlantic sea- 
board points to Indianapolis and to 
St Louis and Ohio River crossings; 
but that it is unjustly discriminatory 
against Indianapolis to depart from 
former relationship of rates on 
coffee, which are not so controlled 
by water competition; March 20, p 
413. 


Interstate Iron & Steel Co vs Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul (2077), 15 
I CC Rep, 277. Held, That rate on 
iron bars from East Chicago, Ind. 
to Moline, Ill, should not exceed 5 
cents; Feb 20, p 246. 


Isbell-Brown Co vs Michigan Central 
























































































































Joynes, H. W., vs Pennsylvania (1693), 


Kalispell Lumber Co et al vs Great 
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et al (1982), 15 I C C Rep, 616. 
Complainant alleged that defendants 
collected for the transportation of 
carload of beans from Lansing, 
Mich, to Cedar Rapids, Ia, rate of 
30% cents; one of the defendants 
admitted that the legally published 
rate at time said shipment moved 
was 28% cents and agreed to refund 
the excess charges collected; this be- 
ing ‘something that could be. done 
without an order of the Commission 
and no evidence having been pre- 
sented as to the unreasonableness of 
rate, complainant not appearing at 
the’ hearing of the case, complaint 
is dismissed; April 17, p 539. 


Joice, J. K., & Co vs Illinois Central 


et al, and 112 other cases (698 and 
707, Sub Nos 2), 15 I C C Rep, 2389. 
Order entered approving compromise 
agreement in the matter of repara- 
tion awards growing out of the de- 


‘cisions in the Central Yellow Pine 


association and the Tift cases; Feb 
6, p 168; Feb 20, p 268. 


Jones E. D., & Sons Co vs Boston & 


Albany et al (1548), 15 I C C Rep, 
226. Defendants’ rate of 36.32 cents 
on paper mill machinery from Pitts- 
field, Mass., to Millinocket, Me., 
found unreasonable and unjust to 
the extent that it exceeds 23. cents 
per 100 pounds; reparation awarded 
on that basis, and defendants re- 
quired to maintain the lower rate 
ee period of two years; Feb 20, 
Pp ; 


Jones, G. W., Lumber Co vs Chicago 


& Northwestern (1912), 15 I C C 
Rep, 427. Defendant has classified 
the various lumber-producing points 
on its lines in northern and north- 
eastern Wisconsin, the same carload 
rates on lumber applying from all 
points in a particular group to points 
on defendant’s lines in Illinois and 
Iowa; Wabeno is in the apex of the 
angle forming the southerly exten- 
sion of Rhinelander group and is 
only a‘short distance from line which 
forms boundary with Wausau group; 
the rates from Rhinelander group 
are from one-half cent to one cent 
higher ‘than from "Wausau group, 
which adjoins Rhinelander group on 
the southwest; the railroad mileage 
from Wabeno to Chicago and other 
points on the defendant’s lines in 
Illinois and Iowa is somewhat less 
than the mileage from many points 
in the Wausau group to same des- 
tinations. Held, That Wabeno, by 
reason of its geographical location 
and its distance by rail from Chi- 
cago and other points in Illinois and 
Iowa on defendant’s lines, is en- 
titled to the same rates as points in 
Wausau group; March 13, p 371. 



























16.I C C Rep, 116. See under Wil- 
son Produce Co et al vs same (1492). 


Northern et al (1365), 16 I C C Rep, 
164. Along the line of principal de- 
fendant there have been established 
for rate-making purposes three prin- 
cipal lumber-producing sections, viz: 
(1) Points proximate to Pacific 
Coast, forming ‘Coast Group;’ (2) 
Points proximate to Spokane, Wash., 
“Spokane Group;” (3) Points east of 
Spokane group and extending to 
eastern end of timber belt, known 
under several ,names according to 
the destination of lumber moving 
from it, but here called the ‘‘East- 
ern Group.”’ In Potlatch Lumber Co 
et al vs Nor Pac et al (1441 CC 
Rep, 41), the Commission established 
eertain differentials for Spokane 
group under Coast group rates, but 
spread Spokane group rate eastward 
to include all the mills in Eastern 
group. Complainants are lumber mills 
located within Eastern group, east 
of Leonia, Ida, in Flathead country, 
Mont; complaint attacks rates from 
Flathead county, hereinafter referred 
to-as Kalispell district, to points in 
North Dakota on Great Northern, 
including all localities between the 
so-called ‘“‘Buford-Edgemont” and 
‘“‘Pembina-Port Arthur” lines estab- 
lished by the Commission in Pot- 
latch case, and asks that the Kalis- 
pell district be given a _ differential 
under Spokane group of five cents at 
Pembina-Port Arthur line graded 
up to seven cents at Buford, N D; 
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complaint further petitions for an or- 
der directing the re-establishment of 
certain joint rates and through 
routes to points on the Minneapolis, 
St Paul & Sault Ste Marie, which 
were canceled Nov 1, 1907. Held, 
That defendant, Great Northern, 
should establish rates on lumber and 
other forest products from stations 
on its line from Leonia, Ida, to 
Rexford, Mont, inclusive, to points 
on its line located on Pembina-Port 
Arthur line and west thereof to and 
including Buford, N D, at least two 
cents under rates contemporane- 
ously in force from points of origin 
west of Leonia and within Spokane 
group to points on Pembina-Port 
Arthur line and graded upwardly to 
at least four cents under Spokane 
group rates at Buford, N D; that 
rates from stations in Montana east 
of Rexford to said Pembina-Port 
Arthur line points should be at 
least three cents under rates con- 
temporaneously in force from Spo- 
kane group points and graded up 
westwardly to at least five cents 
under Spokane group rates at Bu- 
ford, N D; that defendants, Great 
Northern and Minneapolis, St Paul 
& Sault Ste Marie, establish joint 
rates and through routes from points 
on Great Northern, Leonia, Ida, and 
stations in Montana east thereof, 
via Minot, N D, to points in North 
Dakota on the Minneapolis, St Paul 
& Sault ‘Ste Marie between Minot 
and Hankinson and Hankinson and 
Drake, said rates to be in harmony 
with those herein prescribed from: 
same points of origin to points in 
North Dakota on Great Northern; 
May 15, p 666. 

Kansas City Hay Co et al vs Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul et al (1428); 
Carlisle Commission Co vs* Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul (1496), 16 
I C C Rep, 100. On June 30, 1907, 
Class C rates became effective on 
hay from Kansas City to the Mis- 
sissippi River, Peoria, St Paul, Chi- 
cago and common points, because of 
cancelation on that date of propor- 
tional commodity rates that had been 
in force between those points on 
hay coming from points beyond 
Kansas City; shortly thereafter lat- 
ter rates were restored. During in- 
terval complainant made shipments 
to points in Illinois, Iowa and Min- 
nesota. Held, That the rates charged 
were excessive and that complain- 
ant is entitled to reparation on the 
a. of proportional rates; May 1, 
Dp i 

Kansas City Hay Co vs St Louis & 
San Francisco (1430), 14 1 C C Rep. 
631. During months of September and 
October, 1907, complainant shipped $ 
earloads of hay into Kansas City 
from various stations on defendant’s 
lines and on arrival at said point 
shipments were reconsigned to vari- 
ous interstate destinations; charges 
for through movements from _ sev- 
eral points of origin to respective 
destinations, plus $2 per car for re- 
consigning privilege, were assessed; 
complainant sought to recover recon- 
signing charge because tariff nam- 
ing local rates to Kansas City made 
no specific reference to reconsign- 
ment tariff. Held, That inasmuch as 
the Commission had not then put in 
force the regulation embodied in 
Rule 10 of Tariff Circular 15-A, viz, 
tariff naming local rates into a re- 
consigning point must either specifi- 
cally show reconsigning privilege and 
charge therefore or specifically refer 
to separate tariff in which privilege 
and charge are published, complain- 
ant’s demand for a refund on ground 
that defendant’s local tariff was de- 
fective in that respect is without 
merit and must be dismissed; Jan 


a“, p . 

Kansas City Transportation Bureau of 
the Commercial Club et al vs Atchi- 
son. Toneka & Santa Fe et al 
(1509), 15 I C C Rep, 491. In Farm- 
ers’, Merchants’ and Shippers’ club 
of Kansas vs Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe et al, cases Nos 918 and 
919 (12 I C C Rep, 351), the Com- 
mission dealt with a complaint from 
growers and _ shippers of grain 
against rate adjustment; ‘which 

forced or attracted Kansas grain to. 
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to Chicago and a local rate of 26 
eents from Chicago to Woodford 
and Argyle; the through rate ap- 
plied on “‘engines and boilers, either 
or beth,” while the 26-cent local 
rates were limited in their applica- 
tion to boilers. Held, That the rate 
assessed on the boilers should not 
have exceeded the possible combina- 
tion of locals on Chicago, viz, 52 
cents; reparation. awarded on that 
basis; Feb 13, p 205 

Lindsay Bros vs Baltimore & Ohio 
Southwestern et al (1767), 146 I C C 
Rep, 6. In November, 1906, com- 
*plainant shipped carload of vehicles 
via defendants’ lines from Lawrence- 
burg, Ind, to Milwaukee, Wis, for 
which it was assessed through joint 
class rate of 29 cents; at same time 
combination of locals on Chicago, 
Ill, gave rate of 25% cents. Held, 
That this last was the reasonable 
rate; reparation awarded and de- 
fendants required to maintain lower 
rate for customary period; April 17, 


p 4 

Lindsay Bros vs Lake Shore & Mich- 
igan Southern et al (1816), 15 IC C 
Rep,’ 284. Complainant made an L 
C L shipment of steel tanks from 
Goshen, Ind, to Sullivan, Wis, and 
another to Sheboygan, Wis; on the 
first, the joint through rate of $1.49 
was collected; combination of locals 
on Waukesha was 97 cents; on She- 
boygan shipment same joint through 
rate was assessed; combination on 
Milwaukee was $1.01. Held, That 
rates should not have exceeded the 
combination of locals in each case; 
Feb 20, p 251. 


MacGillis & Gibbs Co vs’ Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St Paul et al 
(1779), 15 I C C Rep, 329. Com- 
plainant shipped one carload of 
crossties from Sault Ste Marie, 
Mich, to Thiensville, Wis, for the 
transportation of which it was 
charged a combination of locals of 
20 cents per 100 pounds, whereas, at 
the same time, there was in effect 
a joint through rate of 13 cents 
from Sault Ste Marie to Milwaukee, 
Wis, Thiensville being intermediate 
to Milwaukee. Held, That because 
of dissimilarity of circumstances at 
Milwaukee, the fourth section of the 
act is not violated; but that present 
local rates of the two defendants 
should be reduced two cents per 
100 pounds; reparation awarded; Feb 
20, p 2386. 

MacGillis & Gibbs Co vs Chicago & 
Eastern Illinois et al (1894), 16 
I Cc C Rep, 40. Complainant made 
shipment of cedar poles from Glad- 
stone, Mich, via Chicago, Ill, to 
Brady, Tex, upon which it was as- 
sessed rate of 52 cents from Chicago 
to Brady; at the same time defend- 
ants maintained rate of 38 cents on 
lumber from Chicago to Brady. 
Held, That rate applied should not 
have exceeded the rate on lumber 
and defendants so ordered to adjust 
their rates; reparation awarded: 
April 24, p 584. 


Marble Falls Insulator Pin Co vs 
Houston & Texas Central et al 
(1617), 15 I C C Rep, 167. Com- 
plainant attacked the reasonableness 
of defendants’ through rates on 
cedar insulator pins from Marble 
Falls, Tex, to St Louis, Mo, via 
MeNeil and Denison, Tex, because 
the. intrastate rate to McNeil plus 
the local rate from that junction to 
St Louis would have been less than 
the through rate assessed. The de- 
fendant carriers have no joint rates 
and no basis of division through 
McNeil. Held, That in the absence 
of other proof of the unreasonable- 
ness of the rate, complaint must be 
dismissed; Feb 13, p 193. 


Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Wells, Fargo & Co (1526), 1441 C C 
Rep, 182. Complaint attacks ex- 
press rates between Phoenix, Mesa 
and Tempe and various points in 
different portions of the United 
States. Held, That base rates, ap- 
plying between Phcenix, Mesa and 
Tempe, Ariz, and specified points in 
California, Arizona, New Mexico, 
Colorado and Kansas are unreason- 
able, and lower rates prescribed for 

the future, (For specific rates or- 
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dered in this case see ““Express’’) ; 
May 22, p 723. 


Marshall. & Michel Grain Co vs St 


Louis & San Francisco et al (1974), 
16 I C C Rep, 385. Complainant 
tendered shipments of corn for trans- 
portation from various points on the 
line of St Louis & San Francisco 
in Missouri, Kansas and Oklahoma 
to Gulfport, Miss, without routing 
instructions; shipments, through er- 
ror of one of defendants, were not 
sent via cheapest route available; 
reparation awarded June 26, p 870. 


Maxwell, A. T., vs Adams Express Co 


(2080), 15 I C C Rep, 609. Complaint 
involving reasonableness of rule of 
defendant assessing double rates 
upon typewriters, where the same are 
not properly boxed, dismissed for 
want of prosecution, complainant not 
appearing, either in person or by at- 
ga at the hearing; April 17, p 


Menefee, L. B., Lumber Co vs Texas 


& Pacific et al (1672), 15 I C C Rep, 
49. Defendants’ rate on yellow pine 
lumber from Lake Charles, La, to 
El Paso, Tex, a distance of 1,067 
miles, was 32.5 cents; a competi- 
tive line had a rate of 25 cents on 
the same commodity between the 
same points, but carried it a dis- 
tance of only 972 miles; subsequently, 
for competitive reasons, defendants 
met. this rate; complainant sought 
to recover reparation. Held, That 
the lower rate in effect over a 
shorter and a single line was not 
conclusive proof of the unreasonable- 
ness of higher rate; reparation de- 
> ae and complaint dismissed; Jan 
» Pp 


Merriam & Holmquist vs Union Pa- 


cific (1785), 16 I C C Rep, 387. The 
issue presented in this case is 
identical with that considered in Ne- 
braska-Iowa Grain Co vs Union Pa- 
cific (1628), 15 I C C Rep, 90, qa v; 
reparation is awarded because of un- 
due discrimination in favor of com- 
plainant’s competitors in elevator al- 
lowances made by defendant at 
Omaha, Neb, and Council Bluffs, Ia; 
June 12, p 812. 


Michigan Buggy Co vs Grand Rapids 


& Indiana et al (1716), 15 I C C 
Rep, 297. Defendants’ joint through 
rate on vehicles from Kalamazoo, 
Mich, to St Paul, Minn, exceeded 
sum of local rates via same route. 
Held, That joint rate should not ex- 
ceed this combination, viz, 33.5 cents; 
Feb 20, p 250. : 


Midland Mill & Elevator Co vs Kan- 


sas Southwestern et al (1722), 15 
I C C Rep, 610. Complainant asked 
for re-establishment of joint through 
rates on grain and grain products 
from all points on line of the Kan- 
sas Southwestern to all points on 
lines of other defendants. It ap- 
peared, however, that through routes 
to many points already existed. The 
reasonableness of the present rates, 
charges and regulations not being 
questioned; Held, That upon the 
facts in this case complainant is not 
entitled to the relief prayed; com- 
plaint dismissed; April 17, p 531. 


Milwaukee Electric Railway & Light 


Co vs Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul 
et al (2067), 15 I C C Rep, 468. 
Racine, Wis, is twenty miles dis- 
tant from Milwaukee, Wis; defend- 
ants’ class rate assessed on clay 
conduits from Brazil, Ind, to Racine 
was 11 cents; at the same time the 
commodity rate from Brazil to Mil- 
waukee was 6% cents. Held, That 
Racine was entitled to Milwaukee 
rate; March 13, p 380. 


Milwaukee Falls Chair Co vs Chicago. 


Milwaukee & St Paul (1942), 16 I C 
C Rep, 217. Complainant is a man- 
ufacturer of chairs, located at Graf- 
ton, Wis, a point about 25 miles 
south of Plymouth, Wis, and inter- 
mediate to Plymouth and Chicago, 
Til. Prior to Jan. 3, 1908, Grafton, 
under a long and short haul provi- 
sion in defendant’s tariff on chairs 
from Plymouth to Chicago, enjoyed 
a 15-cent rate; the long and _ short 
haul clause was canceled when a 
new tariff was issued at that time, 
but Sept 1, 1908, the 15-cent rate 
was again made applicable to Graf- 
ton. Complainant asks reparation on 
shipments moving between those 





Monroe’ Progressive 


dates, on which 17%-cent rate was 
charged; complainant also sues for 
reparation on switching charge as- 
sessed on two’ small cars furnished 
by carrier in lieu of one large car or- 
dered, defendant’s tariff providing 
for absorption of charges. Held, 
That rate should not have exceeded 


°15 cents and that the exaction of 


switching charges on two small cars 
furnished in lieu of large one or- 
dered was not in accordance with de- 
fendant’s tariff; reparation awarded; 
May 22, p 729. 


Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co vs 


Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha et al (1214), 16 I C C Rep, 
193. Complaint originally attacked 
rate of 45 cents on agricultural im- 
pens from Minneapolis, Minn, to 
ew York, N Y, when for export, as 
excessive, unreasonable and unjustly 
discriminatory against Minneapolis 
when cOmpared with rates on like 
commodities from other manufactur- 
ing points in the west; ‘complainant 
prayed for establishment of 35-cent 
rate; subsequent to filing of peti- 
tion, defendants established rate of 
37% cents. Held, That this rate is 
reasonable; May 22, p 721. 


League vs St 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern et 
al (1388), 15 I C C Rep, 534..-Mon- 
roe, La, is described as the center 
of a circle upon the circumference 
of which would rest Alexandria, 
Shreveport, La, Texarkana, Ark, 
Vicksburg and Natchez, Miss. Fora 
long time Monroe, Alexandria and 
Shreveport have been ground for 
rate-making purposes. Complaint at- 
tacks as unreasonable and discrim- 
inatory all rates in general from St 
Louis and defined territories north, 
northeast and northwest thereof; as 
unreasonable and unjustly discrim- 
inatory the adjustment permitting 
traffic to move from St Louis to 
New Orleans, La., at lower rates 
than apply from St. Louis, to 
Monroe; as unreasonable that rates 
from St Louis to Jackson and Merid- 
ian, Miss, are lower than from St 
Louis to Monroe; as_ discriminatory 
and umreasonable per se class rates 
from Vicksburg to Monroe. It also 
appeared that rates from Memphis, 
Tenn, to points on Iron Mountain, 
both north and south of Monroe were 
lower than rates to Monroe; de- 
fendant admitted injustice of this 
condition and stated that readjust- 
ment of rates from Memphis and 
from Natchez would be made. Held, 
That rates from St Louis and points 
basing thereon to New Orleans, 
Natchez, Vicksburg and other Mis- 
sissippi River points are controlled 
by water competition, and, therefore, 
the fact that such rates are lower 
than rates from same points of 
origin to Monroe does not unjustly 
discriminate against Monroe; that 
rates from the north to Monroe can- 
not reasonably exceed in any. in- 
stance the combination on Vicks- 
burg or New Orleans, whichever may 
make lower; that the rate adjust- 
ment which groups Monroe, Alex- 
andria and Shreveport under com- 
mon rates is not unreasonable and 
not unjustly discriminatory against 
a no order entered; March 20, 
Pp . 


Montgomery Freight Bureau vs West- 


ern Railway of Alabama et al (1552), 
15 I C C Rep, 199. Through rates 
on fertilizer from ‘Montgomery, Ala, 
to points on the Mobile, Jackson & 
Kansas City Railroad Company, 
north of Newton, in the state of 
Mississippi, were reduced after com- 
plaint challenging such rates had 
been set for hearing; the complain- 
ant being satisfied with this read- 
justment, the complaint is dismissed; 
Feb 13, p 208 


Morse Produce Co vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul (1490), 15 IC C 
Rep, 334. Complainant, in a peti- 
tion which did not claim reparation, 
attacked certain rates as unjust and 
discriminatory; and the Commission, 
after full hearing, condemned said 
rates and prescribed new maxima in 
lieu thereof; the defendant complied 
with the order of the Commission; 
thereafter the complainant filed the 
present petition for reparation based 
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upon difference between condemned 
rates under which its shipments had 
moved and maxima established by 
order of the Commission. Held, 
That the petition should state the 
whole case, including any reparation 
claimed, and that it does not neces- 
sarily follow that reparation will be 
awarded in all cases upon the rates 
prescribed to be observed there- 
artery complaint dismissed; Feb 20, 
p 229. 
Mountain Ice Co et al vs Delaware, 
wanna & Western (1529), 15 
I C C Rep, 305. Complainants at- 
tacked rates on natural ice from 
lakes in New Jersey and the Pocono 
Mountains in Pennsylvania to Ho- 
boken and Jersey City, N J, Phila- 
delphia, Pa, and to points upon the 
Long Island railroad. It appeared 
that at the beginning of the indus- 
try, rates were made by one of the 
defendants to continue for five years; 
this was in 1891; later, at various 
times, readjustments in the way of 
advances were made, the increase in 
seven years from Jersey points on 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
amounting to almost 100 per cent 
and from Pocono points on the same 
line more than that figure. De- 
fendants justify increases on grounds 
that original rates were abnormally 
low. Held, That the present rates 
are unreasonable and lower maxima 
prescribed; that defendants may 
charge more for transporting ice in 
ice or refrigerator cars than in box 
cars; that service rendered by de- 
fendants in the movement of this 
traffic may properly be styled a 
“special” service, but is not in any 
sense an “expedited’”’ service nor an 
expensive one; Feb 20, p 253. 

Mountain Ice Co et al vs Erie et al 
(1632), 15 I C C Rep, 305. See same 
vs Delaware Lackawanna & Western 
(1529), ante. 

Mountain Ice Co et al vs Erie (1631), 
15 I C C Rep, 305. See same vs 
Delaware Lackawanna & Western 
(1529), ante. 

Mountain Ice Co et al vs Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western et al (1549), 
15 I C C Rep, 305. See same vs 
Same (1529), ante. 

National. Lumber Co vs San Pedro, Los 
Angeles & Salt Lake (1897), 15 IC C 
Rep,,.434. Prior to Aug 28, 1906, de- 
fendant allowed. shippers a yarding- 
in-transit privilege on lumber shipped 
from San Pedro to Los Angeles and 
Se aL reshipped to other des- 
tinations; this privilege was not cov- 
ered by published tariff. Shippers 
were denied the benefit of- this privi- 
lege between Aug. 28, 1906, and June 
1, 1907, when it was made effective in 
defendant’s regularly established tariff. 
On complaint asking reparation on 
shipments moving during the period in 
which yarding-in-transit privilege was 
not allowed; Held, That reparation 
cannot be awarded because a carrier 
has ceased to grant an unpublished 
privilege, which amounted to nothin 
less than a departure from the le 
tariff. and that transit privileges can- 
not be given a retroactive effect; 
March 13, p 370. 

National Petroleum Association and 
National Refining Co vs Louisville & 
Nashville (1574), 15 I C C Rep, 473. 
Complainants, refiners and shippers of 
petroleum oii and its products in 
less than carload lots, attack rule 
of defendant restricting the receipt 
and shipment of coal oil and certain 
inflammable products of petroleum to 
one day in each week as subjecting 
the members of the complaining cor- 
porations to unreasonable pes 
and disadvantage and as unduly pre- 
ferring complainants’ competitors. 
Held, That any rule which restricts 
shipments of the oils in question to 
less than two days in any week is 
unreasonable and that the days se- 
lected for receipt of these commodi- 
ties should be separated by at least 
= intervening days; March 13, p 


Navior & Co vs Lehigh Valley et al 
(1511), 15 I C C Rep, 9. Complainant 
alleged that the rate on pyrites cin- 
der, C L, from Buffalo to eastern 
Pennsylvania points was umnreason- 
able. Held, That rates should not ex- 
ceeq defendants’ rates on iron ore; 
Jan 16, p 55. 


New Albany Box & Basket Co vs Illi- 
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Nebraska-Iowa Grain Co vs Union Pa- 


cific (1628), 15 I C C Rep, 90. This 
and other complainants seek repara- 
tion caused by alleged undue dis- 
crimination nst them in favor of 
competitors in elevator allowances 
made by defendant at Omaha and 
Council Bluffs; defendant declined to 

y these allowances, alleging that 
hey were unlawful and that the 
terms of the tariffs were not com- 
plied with. Held (1), That this Com- 
mission cannot, without ng 
itself, make any ruling which wil 
condemn as unlawful the payment of 
these allowances during the time they 
have been expressly sanctioned by its 
decisions. (2) The Commission finds 
that the provision in the tariffs re- 
quiring a return to defendant of the 
car within forty-eight hours as a 
condition precedent to the payment 
of the allowance unjust, unreason- 
able, unduly discriminatory and un- 
ee reparation awarded; Jan 30, 

1 


Pp 3 
Neufeld, E, A., vs Chicago, Milwaukee 


& St Paul (2152), 16 I C C Rep, 26. 
Beecher Lake, Wis.. is located on the 
Superior division of defendant’s line, 
273 miles from Chicago, Ill.; Pem- 
bine, Wis., is on the same division, 
four miles farther distant from Chi- 
cago. Complainant made shipment of 
laths from Beecher Lake to Chicago 
on which it was charged a 22%4-cent 
rate; at the same time the rate in 
effect from Pembine to Chicago was 
10 cents; subsequently 10-cent rate 
was made applicable to Beecher Lake. 
Held, That former rate was unrea- 
sonable; reparation awarded and de- 
fendant required to maintain rates on 
lath from Beecher Lake to Chicago 
not exceeding those contemporane- 
ously maintained on same commodity 
from Pembine; April 24, p 576. 


Newark Machine Co vs Pittsbug, Cin- 


cinnati, Chicago & St Louis et al 
(1664), 16 I C C Rep, 291. The export 
rate on clover hullers from Newark, 
O., to Baltimore, Md., at the time 
complainant’s shipments moved, was 
15% cents, with a carload minimum 
of 30,000 pounds; there was no domes- 
tic commodity rate, but a class rate 
of 19 cents, minimum of 20,000 
pounds per 36-foot car and a higher 
proportionate minimum on _iarger 
cars. It appeared that complainant’s 
shipments been assessed at domestic 
class rates, the cost of the trans- 
portation service would have been 
less. Complainant sued before the 
Commission for reparation, based on 
the difference between the export 
rate actually assessed and the domes- 
tic rate; no specific attack was made 
on the reasonableness of the export 
rate per se, but the allegation was 
made that it is unreasonable to exact 
more for an export shipment than 
for a domestic movement; defend- 
ants admitted the soundness of this 
principle and have, subsequently, in- 
cluded in their tariffs provision for 
the application of the domestic rates 
and minima when same make a 
lower charge than the export. Held, 
That reparation should be awarded, 
but under the special circumstances 
of the case. no order is entered fix- 
“eS rate for the future; May 22, p 


nois Central (2148), 16 I C C Rep, 
315. Through a confusion in defend- 
ant’s tariffs there were three con- 
flicting rates on lumber and logs pur- 
porting to be in effect at the same 


time from Dyersburg and other sta-: 


tions in Tennessee to Louisville, Ky. 
Held, That the first established rate 
of 12 cents was the legal rate, but 
it was unreasonable and ought not to 
have exceeded the 8%-cent schedule 
that was subsequently issued; repara- 
tion awarded to complainant in the 
difference between the 10-cent rate 
—_— on certain shipments and the 
8%-cent rate; May 29, p 763. 


Newton Gum Co vs Chicago. Burlington 


& Quincy et al (1773); Frankel Dis- 
play Fixture Co vs same (1774), 16 
' €C C Rep. 341. Transcontinental 
Freight Bureau westbound tariff No 
1G, provided a rate of $2.20 on furni- 
ture (new), all kinds, from Quincy, 
Ill, to San Francisco, Cal; this same 
tariff named a first-class -rate of $3; 
Western Classification No 41 classifies 
showcases of the kind complainants 












ship as first class, separating these 
articles from furniture. Complainants 
were assessed first-class rates on cer- 
tain shipments of showcases; they 
contend the furniture rate of $2.20 
was applicable; defendants argue that 
long usage controls the use of the 
classification in interpreting tariffs; 
it appeared, however, that. tariff in 
question contained no provision mak- 
ing its commodity rate subject in 
any wise to the Western Cassifica- 
tion. Held, That tariffs are to be 
construed according to their language; 
that the commodity rates of the tar- 
iff in question are not to be construed 
as governed by the Western Clussi- 
fication in absence of tariff provi- 
sions to that effect; that shipments 
in question should have taken the 
furniture rate; reparation awarded; 
June 12, p 809. 

Noble, Wm K, vs St Louis & San 
Francisco et al (1831), 16 I C C Rep, 
186. MBayetteville, Ark., is 13 miles 
west of Prairie Grove, Ark.; com- 
ers tendered shipment of elm 
oops for transportation from Fay- 
etteville to Nashville, Ill; charges 
were assessed on basis of 28% cents, 
although via other routes from Fay- 
etteville a combination rate of 20 
cents was possible; defendant subse- 
quently made Fayetteville rates ap- 
plicable to Prairie Grove. Held, That 
this adjustment of rates should be 
preserved and that complainant 
gy awarded reparation; May 

» Dp . 


Noble, Wm K, vs Chicago, Milwaukee 


& St Paul et al (2011), 16 I C C Rep, 
420. Complaint involves reasonable- 
ness of through rate of 24% cents 
on coiled elm hoops from Cardington, 
O., to Green Bay, Wis., combination 
on Coster, Ill., being 20 cents. Held, 
That rate should not have exceeded 
this combination; reparation awarded; 
June 26, p 876. 


Nollenberger, Carl, vs Missouri Pacific 
et al (1660), 15 I C C Rep, 595. In 
Baer Bros Mercantile Co vs Missouri 
Pacifie Railway et al (13 I C C Rep, 
329) it was held that a rate of 45 
cents on beer from Pueblo to Lead- 
ville, Colo., when part of an inter- 
state movement was unreasonable; 
the present case is governed by the 
ruling in Baer Bros, ante, and rep- 
aration is awarded complainant on 
certain shipments made under cir- 
cumstances similar to those surround- 
ing movement in that case; April 
17, p 536. 


North Bros. vs Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St Paul et al (1532), 15 I C C Rep, 
70. Prior to June 30, 1907, there had 
been in effect for several years pro- 
portional commodity rates on hay 
over defendants’ lines from Kansas 
City, Mo., as follows: To Mississippi 
River points, 12% cents; Peoria rate 
points, 15 gents; Chicago rate points, 
17% cents; effective June 30, 1907; 
these rates were canceled and fol- 
lowing class rates made effective: To 
Mississippi River points, 17 cents; 
Peoria rate points, 19% cents; Chi- 
cago rate points, 22 cents; between 
July 24 and Sept 9, 1907, carriers 


participating in this business, with - 


the exception of Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific, restored the original com- 
modity proportional rates; July 10, 
1908, Chicago, Rock Island & Facific 
published the following:. To Missis- 
sippi River points, 15 cents; Peoria 
points 17% cents, and Chicago points, 
20 cents. Complainant sought to re- 
cover difference between class and 
these higher proportional commodity 
rates and the rates in effect prior to 
June 30, 1907. Held, That class rates 
charged by defendants subsequent to 
June 30, 1907, were found unjust and 
unreasonable; these rates ought not to 
have exceeded the proportional com- 
modity rates in effect prior to said 
date; reparation awarded, and de- 
fendants ordered to maintain the old 
rates for two years; Jan 23, p 80. 


Northern Coal & Coke Co vs Colorado 
& Southern et al (1753), 16 I C C 
Rep, 369. Complaint is directed 
against aggregate charges exacted by 
defendants for transportation f tig- 
nite coal from Louisville, Culo.. to 
points on Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific in Kansas, Nebraska, Mis- 

suri, Iowa and Oklahoma; it _ is 

charged that said rates unjustly dis- 
criminate against coal operators at 
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Louisville and unduly prefer operators 
shipping from Roswell, Colo.; the 
establishment of through routes and 
reasonable joint rates is asked. 
Held, That Colorado & Southern and 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific join 
in establishment of through routes 
and joint rates via Denver, Colo., for 
transportation of lignite coal between 
Louisville and Rock Island points in 
. Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, Iowa 
and Oklahoma, the joint rates not to 
exceéd by more than 40 cents per net 
ton rates via the Rock Island from 
Denver and Roswell to the same des- 
tination; June 19, p 833 


Grain Co vs 
Union Pacific (1775). Heard and de- 
cided with the Nebraska-Iowa Grain 
Co vs Union Pacific (1628), ante. 


Oregon & Washington Lumber Manu- 

facturers’ Association et al vs Union 

Pacific et al (1327). Supplemental 

order in the matter of reparation 

—— in this case entered; May 15, 

Pp 675. 

Ottumwa Pickle Co vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul (2243), 16 I C C 
Rep, 368. Complainant made shipment 
of pickles from Ottumwa, Ia., to 
Kansas City, Mo., via defendant’s 
line; rate assessed was fifth classs, 
viz., 22 cents. At the same time there 
was commodity rate of 14% cents 
via another route; defendant’s agent 
solicited shipment upon assumption 
that defendant also published this 
rate; subsequently defendant did es- 
tablish 14% cent rate. Held, That 
higher rate was excessive; reparation 
awarded; June 19, p 845. 

Ozark Fruit Growers’ Association vs 
St Louis & San Francisco et al 
(1464); same vs same (1465), 16 I C 
C Rep, 196. Complainant, an associa- 
tion of fruit growers having farms 
located in the foothills of the Ozark 
Mountains in southwestern Missouri 
and northwestern Arkansas, assailed 
reasonableness of defendants’ rates 
on peaches and strawberries from the 
Ozark fruit belt to points east, north 


and west; (2) the reasonableness of 
on these 
commodities; (3) the reasonableness 


the refrigeration charges 


of the carload minimum weight, viz., 


20,000 pounds on peaches and 17,000 
pounds on strawberries west of Mis- 
It also appeared that 
different for trans- 
portation charges anq for refrigera- 
tion. Held, That rates and carload 
minima are not unreasonable, but 
that refrigeration minima should be 
same as transportation minima; rul- 
ing as to reasonableness of refrigera- 
tion charges reserved; May 1, p 608. 
Refrigeration 
charges on strawberries and peaches 
found not unreasonable; May 15, p 


sissippi River. 
minima were 


—16 I C C Rep, 153. 


675. 


Ozark Fruit Growers’ Association vs St 

Louis & San Francisco et al (1510), 
Complainant at- 
tacked rates on apples from Ozark 
fruit belt to St Louis and Kansas 
City. Mo., Memphis, Tenn., Louisiana 
points, southeastern points, Oklahoma 
and Texas aS unreasonable and dis- 
carload 
minimum should be reduced from 24,- 
000 to 20,000 pounds; alleged that de- 
tariffs provided an esti- 
mated weight of so much per package 
which was in excess of actual weight. 
At hearing complainant waived the 
matter of minimum weights on other 
than refrigerator cars; it also ap- 
peared that tariffs provided an esti- 
mated weight of 50 pounds on a cer- 
tain-sized package of apples, but that 
no provision was made with regard 
to barrels; it was said by defendants 
at hearing that shipments were being 
assessed on actual weights, and no 
order is entered with respect to this 
Held, That 
rates to St. Louis, Kansas City, 0., 
and to points in 
Tennessee, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Mississippi and 
Louisiana are not unreasonable; that 
minimum weight applicable on car- 
load shipments is not unreasonable; 
that rates to Oklahoma and Texas 
are unreasonable; reasonable maxima 
to these points prescribed (see under 


16 I C C Rep, 134. 


criminatory; alleged that 


fendants’ 


feature of complaint. 


Memphis, Tenn.. 


Florida, Alabama, 


*‘Apples’’); May 8, p 637. 


Pacifie Coast Lumber Manufacturers’ 
Association et al vs Northern Pacific 


et al (1329). 


Palmer & Miller vs Lake Erie 


Paola Refining Co vs Missouri, Kansas 


Parlin & Orendorff Co vs St Louis, 


Supplemental order in 









FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





the matter of reparation claims in 
this case entered; May 15, 675. 
West- 
ern et al (1508), 15 I C C Rep, 107. 
Complainant attacked rate of 14 cents 
on corn from Celina, O, to Johnstown, 
Pa, as unreasonable, submitting as 
the only evidence that a lower rate 
was in effect between same points 
via other routes. Held, That this 
alone is insufficient to establish that 
rate in question in unreasonable; dis- 
missed; Jan 30, p 144. 


& Texas (1494), 15 I C C Rep, 29. 
The rates on petroleum from Paola, 
Kan., to Boonville, Mo., a distance 
of 138 miles, and to Holden, Mo., a 
distance of 54 miles, are, respectively, 
17 and 15 cents; from Kansas City, 
through Paola, to Boonville, a dis- 
tance of 182 miles, and to Holden, a 
distance of 97 miles, rates are, re- 
spectively, 9.85 and 7 cents. Held, 
That this rate adjustment, in view of 
the substantial dissimilarity of cir- 
cumstances and conditions surround- 
ing the traffic from Kansas City and 
Paola, does not violate the prohibi- 
tion of the act against unjust dis- 
crimination or the long-and-short 
haul clause; complaint dismissed 
without prejudice; Jan 16, p 54. 


Iron Mountain & Southern (1165), 15 
I C C Rep, 145. - On complaint chal- 
lenging reasonableness of class rate 
of 73 cents per 100 pounds on mixed 
earload of buggies and wagons from 
East St. Louis, Ill., to Beebe, Ark.; 
Held, That rate was excessive and 
ought not to have exceeded the com- 
modity rate of 39 cents per 100 
pounds to be established by the de- 
fendant; reparatien awarded; Feb 6, 
p 167. 

Payne, D. M., vs Morgan’s Louisiana & 
Texas Railroad & Steamship Co et al 
(1589), 15 I C C Rep, 185. For six 


years bananas originating in Central 
America have been shipped from New 


Orleans upon bills of lading executed 
at that point as local traffic and upon 
a rate that had not been challenged. 
Complainant in this case is a whole- 


sale dealer in bananas at El Paso, 
Tex; he and complainants in four 
other cases decided with this one 
allege that the rate, 82 cents, from 
New Orleans to El Paso, is unreason- 
able per se and unlawful, because it 
is charged that the bananas should be 
treated as import traffic and certain 
rates declared to be applicable to 
such movements assessed. Held, That 
the present rate is not unreasonable; 


complaint dismissed; Feb 13, p 199. 


Penrod Walnut & Veneer Co vs Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy et al 
(1732), 15 I C C Rep, 326. Defendants’ 
rates on walnut veneer from Kansas 
City to Chicago and Chicago points, 
at time of filing complaint, were 65 
eents, in any quantity, but shortly 

were reduced to 

45 cents, L C L. | 

Uvon complaint that present rates are 

still excessive; Held, That consider- 

ing the value of the article and the 
manner in which it is manufactured, 
the present rates ought not to be pro- 


before the hearin 
27 cents, C L, an 


nounced excessive; Feb 20, p 239. 


Pepperell Manufacturing Co vs Texas 
Southern et al (2108), 16 I C C Rep, 
353. Complaint involves reasonable- 
ness of class rate of $1.37 on cotton 
from Marshall, Tex., to East St Louis, 
Ill, as part of through rate to Bidde- 
ford, Me.; at time shipment moved 
there was in effect a rate of 95 cents 
from Marshall to Biddeford via Texas 
Southern and Texas & Pacific; the 
shipments in question, however, were 
turned over to the Missouri, Kansas 
& Texas, via which line there was 
at that time no through rate; each 
of complainant’s bills of lading speci- 

Held, That 

the rate of $1.87 was unreasonable to 

the extent that it exceeded 60 cents, 

35 cents being the rate from East St 

Louis to Biddeford, the reasonable- 

ness of which was not at issue; rep- 


fied the rate, 95 cents. 


aration awarded; June 19, p 839. 


Philip. James, vs Chicago, Milwaukee 

& St Paul-et al (1825), 161 C C 
Kennebec, S D, is about 
80 miles west of Chamberlain, 8 D; 
charges on cattle 
from Fort Worth, Tex, to Chamber- 
lain are $95 per car; at time ship- 


Rep, 418. 
the proportional 
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ments forming the basis of this suit 
moved, Kennebec had just been 
opened to traffic and a rate of 9% 
cents per hundred pounds from 
Chamberlain to Kennebec was as- 
sessed; subsequently the $95 per car 
rate was made applicable to Kenne- 
bec also. Held, That complainant is 
entitled to reparation for the 9% 
cents per hundred pounds charged 
on shipments in question; June 26, 
Pp 


Phillips, Arthur S., vs New York & 


Boston Despatch Express Co (1578), 
15 I C C Rep, 631. Complainant al- 
leged that defendant’s express charge 
of 60 cents per hundred pounds from 
Boston, Mass., to Bristol Ferry, R I, 
a distance of 58 miles, is unreason- 
able when compared with defend- 
ant’s 50-cent charge from Boston to 
Fall River, Mass, a distance of 51 
miles; that Bristol Ferry minimum 
charge of 25 cents per package is 
excessive when compared with Fall 
River minimum of 15 cents; that de- 
fendant discriminates against Bristol 
Ferry in that it maintains no free 
package pick-up and delivery service 
at that point, while contemporane- 
ously maintaining such service at 
Fall River and Boston. Held, That 
the dissimilarity in conditions sur- 
rounding traffic at Bristol Ferry and 
Fall River justifies difference in 
rates between those two points; that 
right of an express company to 
maintain free package pick-up and 
delivery service at one point and 
not at another must ‘be controlled 
by conditions existing at each place, 
and that competition at Fall River, 
non-existent at Bristol Ferry, en- 
titles defendant to adjust its rates 
and services to meet this competition 
without being guilty of undue dis- 
crimination against Bristol Ferry; 
April 17, p 523. 


Pilant, Wm, R., vs Atchison, Topeka & 


Santa Fe et al (1626), 15 I C C 
Rep, 178. Defendants’ rate on beer 
from Milwaukee, Wis, to Roswell, 
N. M, was at time complainant’s ship- 
ments moved 78 cents, while rate to 
El Paso, Tex, was 60 cents; subse- 
quently Roswell rate was reduced 
to 72 cents. Held, That rate from 
Milwaukee to Roswell, under circum- 
stances disclosed by record, is ‘not 
violative of fourth section’ of ‘act, 
does not unduly prejudice Roswell, 
and should not be further reduced; 
reparation denied; complaint’. dis- 
missed; Feb 138, p 196: © ‘ 


Place, J. B., vs Toledo, Pe@ig. &  West- 


ern et al (1905), 15°I°C C''Rep, 543. 
Complaint in this casa fuvolved’ the 
question of whether “undér defend- 
ants’ tariffs governing movement of 
emigrant’s movables, fuél wood might 
be included in a shipment; tariffs 
provided for the carriage under this 
classification of household goods lim- 
ited quantities of lumber, shingles, 
etc, and “property included in the 
outfit of intending settlers’”’—arti- 
cles intended for sale or speculation 
being prohibited. Held, That under 
tariff provisions as stated above, fuel 
wood might lawfully be included; 
March 20, p 433. 


Planters’ Gin & Compress Co et al vs 


Yazoo & Mississippi Valley (1478), 
16 I C C Rep, 131. Port Gibson, 
Miss, is located on defendant’s main 
line about ten miles west of Her- 
manville, Miss, and seven miles east 
of Mississippi River; both places are 
substantially the same distance from 
New Orleans, Ia, and transportation 
is over the same rails for the 
greater part of the distance. On 
complaint that defendant’s rates on 
compressed cotton from Hermanville 
and Port Gibson to New Orleans 
unduly discriminate against former 
point: Held, That rate from Her- 
manville should not exceed rate from 
Port Gibson by more than two cents; 
May 8 p 1. 

Pleasant Hill Lumber Co vs St Louis 
Southwestern et al (1445). 15 IC C 
Rep, 532. Complainant shipped two 
carloads of sawmill machinery from 
Ogemaw, Ark, to Sodus, La, paying 
established rate of defendants, and 
filed complaint for reparation, al- 
leging said rate to be unreasonable. 
Upon assignment of the case for 
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Pleasant Hill Lumber Co vs Chicago, 


Pollock, B. H., Lumber Co vs Tioga, 


Porter, G. H., et al vs St Louls & 


Decisions - Pleasant 


hearing complainant failed to appear 
and prosecute the proceedings, and 
it appearing that more than two 
years had intervened between the 
date on which freight charges were 
paid and date on which claim was 
presented to the Commission, com- 
plaint is dismissed; March 20, p 430. 


Peoria & St Louis et al (1443); same 
vs Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
et al (1444); same vs Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy et al (1445); same 
vs Illinois Central (1446); same vs 
Grand Trunk Western et al (1447); 
same vs St Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern (1448); same vs Michigan 
Southern et al (1449); same vs To- 
ledo, Peoria & Western et al (1450); 
same vs Missouri Pacific et al 
(1451); same vs Chicago, Indianapolis 
& Louisville et al (1452); same vs 
Wabash et al (1453); same vs Chi- 
cago & Alton et al (1454); same vs 
Vandalia et al (1455); same vs Chi- 
cago & Eastern Illinois (1456); same 
vs Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern 
et al (1457); same vs. Chicago, St 
Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha et al 
(1458); same vs Cleveland, Cincin- 
nati, Chicago & St Louis et al 
(1460). These cases involve the same 
questions decided in Chicago Lumber 
& Coal Co et al vs Tioga, S E, et 
al (1438), q v; dismissed; June 5, p 
794. 


S E, et al (1442). This case in- 
volved the same questions decided in 
Chicago Lumber & Coal Co et al vs 
Tioga, S E, et al (1438), q v; dis- 
missed; June 5, p 794. 


San Francisco et al (1314), 15 IC C 
Rep, 1. Complainant, under a live 
stock contract, shipped. carload of 
emigrants’ movables from Fletcher, 
Okla, to Bovina, Tex; contract, 
which was executed by Frisco Sys- 
tem, which had the haul from 
Fletcher to Quanah, Tex, gave rate 
of 37 cents between those points; 
this complainant misunderstood as 
covering entire movement. When 
shipment arrived at Bovina $90 addi- 
tional freight charges were de- 
manded—complainant having previ- 
ously paid Frisco agent $74—and 
complainant refused to pay charges in 
excess of 37 cents; thereafter prop- 
erty was sold to pay freight charges 
of 68 cents and demurrage and 
other charges that had accrued dur- 
ing controversy over payment. Held, 
That the rate should not exceed the 
present™ combination of locals, viz, 
41 cents; that lawful rate at time 
shipment moved was 62 cents, and 
that because carrier demanded more 
than this, complainant was released 
from obligation to pay demurrage 
and other charges accruing during 
dispute (Conf Ruling 32; Bul 1); 
reparation awarded for excessive 
freight charges, plus amount col- 
lected by sale for demurrage or 
warehousing; maintenance of 41-cent 
rate for period of two years or- 
dered; Jan 16, p 


Potlatch Lumber Co et al vs North- 


ern Pacific et al (1348). Supplemen- 
tal order denying any reparation in 
this case entered; May 15, p 675. 


Pyro Art Club vs United States Ex- 


press Co (1972), 16 I C C Rep, 37. 
Complaint, asking that defendant be 
required to extend its free delivery 
service within the city of Chicago, 
Ill, to include complainant’s place of 
business, dismissed on motion of par- 
ties to the case, it appearing that 
subsequent to the filing of the com- 
plaint extension prayed for had been 
granted; April 24, p 584. 


Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs 


Chicago & Northwestern (1325); same 
vs Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul 
(1826), 16 I C C Rep, 85. Complaints 
assailed rates on cheese from points 
in southwestern Wisconsin to Chi- 
cago, Ill, as unreasonable. Held, 
That rates complained of are un- 
reasonable and lower maxima pre- 
scribed (for the specific rates estab- 
lished as maxima in these cases see 
“Cheese’’); April 24, p 587. 

Red Wing Linseed Co vs Chicago. 
Milwaukee & St Paul (1896), 15 I C 
C Rep, 47. Complainant shipped 





Rentz Bros., Inc, vs Chicago, Burling- 


water-tight barrels, 






Rodehaver, C. H., vs Missouri, Kansas 


Roper Lumber-Cedar Co vs Chicago & 
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two carloads of flaxseed from Brit- 
ton, S D, to Red Wing, Minn, for 
which defendant charged its pub- 
lished rate of 26.5 cents; subse- 
quently, defendant reduced the rate 
to 15.5 cents, and admitted that the 
former rate was unreasonable. Held, 
That 26.5-cent rate was unjust and 
unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeded the subsequently established 
rate of 15.5 cents; reparation 
awarded; Jan 30, p 141. 


ton & Quincy et al (1434), 15 IC C 
Rep, 7. Complainant alleged that 
defendants had refused to furnish 
facilities for the transportation of 
bullion or jewelers’ sweepings; that 
no just and reasonable rate for such 
property had been provided. After 
hearing, the following provision was 
made: Western Classification No 45, 
I C C No 3, effective Nov 1, 1908, 
“‘jewelers’ sweepings and tailings in 
value not ex- 
ceeding $50 per barrel, and so de- 
clared by shipper on shipping ticket 
or bill of lading, at first class; 
value exceeding $50 and not exceed- 
ing $200 per barrel, and so declared 
by shipper on shipping ticket or bill 
of lading, at double first class; value 
exceeding $200 per barrel, or value 
not stated, not taken,’ thereupon 
complainant asked that the case be 
dismissed and it was so ordered; 
Jan 16, p 68. 


& Texas (1743), 16 I C C Rep, 146. 
The Missouri Commission comparfy 
received 82,000 pounds of hay, 
shipped over defendant’s line from 
a station in Kansas to St Louis, Mo; 
paid 19 cents per 100 pounds, and 
sold the hay to its customer; the 
Bartlett Commission company §re- 
ceived 82,000 pounds of hay, shipped 
from points in Illinois, Iowa and 
Missouri, over lines other than de- 
fendant’s, at St Louis, Mo, and re- 
consigned same to points east of 
Mississippi and south of Ohio River. 
The complainant obtained the ex- 
pense bills of the Missouri Commis- 
sion company and the duplicate bills 
of lading of the Bartlett company, 
presented them to the defendant and 
demanded refund to the amount of 
13%-cent rate by reason of defend- 
ant’s tariff, which “applies on hay, 
C L, from_ stations in Missouri, 
Kansas and Indian Territory on the 
M. K & T Ry, to St Louis, for 
reconsignment to points south of the 
Ohio River and east of the Mis- 
sissippi River, at proportional rates 
shown on page 2 of the schedule.” 
Held, That the complainant was not 
entitled to any refund or reparation 
in such a case, and that such sub- 
stitution of tonnage could not be 
sanctioned; May 15, p 673. 


Northwestern (1798), 16 I C C Rep, 
382. Complaint in this case is di- 
rected against a former concentration 
rule of defendant which provided that 
through rates with transit privileges 
could be secured only upon condition 
that shipping bill at originating point 
showed ultimate destination. It ap- 
peared that this rule had generally 
been waived, but, subsequent -to the 
passage of amended Act to Regulate 
Commerce and prior to the adoption 


,of the present rules, said provision 
was rigidly enforced. As a result, 
certain shipments of complainant, 


which under present rules were en- 
titled to through rates, were charged 
a combination of locals. Held, That 
this charge was unreasonable; repara- 
tion awarded; June 26, p. 868. 


Roper Lumber-Cedar Co vs Chicago & 
Northwestern et al (1800); same vs 
same (1802). The questions involved 
in these cases were the same as in 
Rover Lumber-Cedar Co vs C & N W 
(1798), ante, but complainant discov- 
ering at the hearing that it did not 
have the expense bills or any other 
memoranda as to shipments made or 
moneys paid. moved to dismiss the 
ones ordered accordingly; June 26, 
Dp ‘ 

Rosenbaum, J., Grain Co vs Missouri, 
Kansas & Texas et al (1771). 15 ICC 
Rep, 499. Defendants’ tariff covering 
movement of export grain from Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to Galveston, Tex., pro- 
vided carload minimum of _ 60,000 










pounds. Complainant was furnished 
with a car having a marked capacity 
of 50,000 and an actual loading ca- 
pacity of 55,000° pounds, but de- 
fendants assessed charges on 60,000 
pounds’ basis. Held, That this was 
an unreasonable charge and repara- 
tion awarded; that the tariff pro- 
vision in question is unreasonable and 
in direct conflict with administrative 
—— of the Commission; March 20, 
p 420. 


Royal Brewing Co vs Adams «Express 


Co et al (1504), 15 I C C Rep, 255. 
Under date of June 15, 1907, de- 
fendants established a rule by which 
they declined to handle shipments of 
intoxicating liquors C O . Com--: 
plaint sought to have this rule de- 
clared discriminatory on the grounds 
that it subjected complainant’s traffic 
to undue prejudice. Held, That in 
view of the practical difficulties at- 
tending the C O D carriage of in- 
toxicating liquors, the discrimination 
against the traffic resulting from the 
rule in question is not undue, and 
therefore not in violation of the Act 
to Regulate Commerce; complaint 
dismissed; Feb 20, p 225. 


Salomon Brothers & Co vs New Orleans 


& Northeastern (1484), 15 I C C Rep, 
332. Defendant’s rate for the trans- 
portation of cotton linters from Merid- 
ian, Miss., to New Orleans for export, 
value limited to 2 cents per pound, 
is 30 cents; when not so limited the 
rate is 46 cents. Complainant ten- 
dered 150 bales of cotton linters to de- 
fendant’s agent at Meridian for trans- 
portation to New Orleans for export 
and requested the lowest rate. De- 
fendant assessed 46-cent rate. Upon 
complaint questioning the application 
of 46-cent rate and asking for repara- 
tion, Held, That it was duty of the 
carrier’s agent to apply to the ship- 
ment the lower of the two rates; 
reparation awarded; Feb 20, p 229. 


Sanford, Charles A., vs Western Ex- 


press Co (1361); same vs Wells, Fargo 
& Co et al (1362), 16 ICC Rep, 32. 
(1) Complaint in Case No 1361 al- 
leges unreasonable express charges 


on small packages shipped from 
St. Paul, Minn., to Courtenay, N. 
D. Held, That case is governed 


by Kindel vs Adams Express Co et al, 
13 ICC Rep, 475, in which it was held 
that the rates on small packages. were 
made in competition with the United 
States mail rates. (2) Complaint in 
Case No 1362 alleges unreasonable 
rates On small £ ckages shipped from 
New York, N. Y., to Courtenay, N. D. 
Held, That the rate is not shown to 
be excessive; complaints dismissed; 
April 24, p 578. 


Scully Steel & Iron Co vs Lake Shore & 


Michigan Southern et al (1919), 16 
I C C Rep, 358. Complainant made 
shipment of steel from Buffalo, N. Y., 
to Watertown, Wis., and the through 
rate of 30 cents was assessed thereon. 
At same time the combination on 
Chicago, Ill., made a rate of 21% 
cents: Held, That rate was excessive 
and unreasonable to the extent that 
it exceeded combination rate; repara- 
tion awarded; June 19, p 839. 


Shippers’ & Receivers’ Bureau of New- _ 


ark, N. J., vs New York, Ontario & 
Western (1708); 15 I C C Rep, 264. 
For ten years previous to Oct 22, 
1907, defendant had maintained a rate 
of $1.40 per net ton on stone from 
East Branch, N. Y., to Weehawken, 
N. J. At that time it increased this 
rate 20 cents. At the hearing, de- 
fendant placed the increase in cost of 
labor and in price of railway supplies 
in evidence as justification of the ad- 
vance. Held, That the rate should 
not exceed $1.40; Feb 20, p 241. 


Smith, B. E., vs Chicago & Northwest- 
ern (1499); same vs Missouri Pacific 
(1500); same vs St Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern (1501); same vs Chi- 
cago, Indianapolis .& Louisville (1502); 
same vs Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy (1503). These cases involve 
the same questions decided in Chicago 
Lumber & Coal Co et al vs Tioga S E 
et Ee (1488), a v; dismissed; June 5, 


p 794. 

Smith, Mose, & Co vs Missouri & North 
Arkansas et al (1686), 15 I C C Rep. 
449. Complainant shipped carload of 
eggs from Leslie, Ark., to Chicago, Il. 
Defendants’ rate, as applied to this 
traffic, was. (third class) $1.10 per 100 
pounds. Subsequent to shipment in 

question, defendants established spe- 
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cial: commodity rate of 77% cents per 
100 pounds on butter, eggs, dressed 
poultry, from Leslie to Chicago. Held, 
That rate applied was unjust and 
unreasonable; reparation awarded; 
March 13, p 373. 


Santa Fe et al (1815), 16 I C C Rep, 
356. Complainant made shipment of 
split-oak fence posts from Asher, 
Okla., via Amarillo, Tex., to St. Vrain, 
“‘N. M., on which combination rate of 
52 cents was charged. The rate of 
34 cents, Amarillo to St. Vrain, was 
a class rate and is attacked as un- 
reasonable. Complainant asks for a 
12-cent rate between Amarillo and St. 
Vrain. Subsequently defendants es- 
tablished a rate of 16 cents between 
these last two points. Held, That 34- 
cent rate was unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that it exceeded the subsequently 
established rate of 16 cents; repara- 
tion awarded; June 19, p 838. 


Club vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe et al (1760), 15 I C C Rep, 604. 
Complaint assailed defendants’ rates 
on wheat from points in Oklahoma to 
Kansas City, Mo., as unreasonable 
and unjustly discriminatory; but, on 
complainant’s motion and the facts 
appearing in the record, case was dis- 
missed; April 17, p 538 


Club vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
et al (1761), 15 I C C Rep, 605. Com- 
plaint alleged that defendants’ rates 
on grain and grain products from 
points in Kansas to Memphis, Tenn., 
and Little Rock, Ark., were un- 
reasonable and unjustly discrimina- 
tory; but, on complainant’s motion 
and the facts appearing in the record, 
case was dismissed; April 17, p 538. 


Club vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
et al (1762), 15 I C C Rep, 607. Com- 
plaint charging that defendants’ rates 
on grain and grain products from 
Kansas points to various Oklahoma 
points were unjust and unduly dis- 
criminatory against the milling inter- 
ests of southern Kansas dismissed on 
complainant’s motion and the facts 
appearing in the record; April 17, 
p 539. 


facturers’ Association vs Northern 
Pacific et al (1335). Supplemental 
order in the matter of reparation 
one in this case entered; May 15, 
p 675. 


cific et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376. 
See City of Spokane, etc., ante. 


Cumberland Valley et al (1650), 15 1 C 
C Rep, 620. It appeared that in order 
to foster the lime and limestone in- 
dustry on its own line, at Bunker 
Hill, W. Va., defendant carrier, the 
Cumberland Valley railroad, had can- 
celed the application of certain joint 
rates from Martinsburg, W. Va., Mar- 
tinsburg being also served by the 
Baltimore & Ohio. Complainants, 
located at Martinsburg, Bakerton and 
Ingle, W. Va., ask that Cumberland 
Valley be required to receive lime and 
limestone products from complainants 
at Martinsburg at same rates and on 
same terms as such products are re- 
ceived at Bunker Hill. Held, That it 
is the duty of a common carrier to 
receive and carry, upon reasonable 
terms, all goods tendered in suitable 
condition, and that it cannot law- 
fully discriminate in favor of any per- 
son, product or locality; that it can- 
not lawfully refuse to carry the 
products of industries located on con- 
necting lines in order to build up and 
foster like enterprises on its own 
lines; that Martinsburg, W. Va., 
should be given the same rates on 
limestone and lime to consuming 
points as are granted Bunker Hill; 
April 17, p 527. 


State of Oklahoma vs Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific et al (1121), 151CC 
Rep, 42. Complainant charged that 
defendants maintained unjust and un- 
reasonable rates on petroleum and its 
products, from refining points in 
Kansas and Missouri to Guthrie, Ok- 
lahoma City, Medford, Enid, El Reno, 
Granite, Perry and _ intermediate 
points in the state of Oklahoma. 
Held, That rates to specified Okla- 
homa points are unreasonable and 
lower maxima prescribed. (For spe- 
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cific rates ordered see ‘‘Petroleum’’); 
Jan 30, p 142. 


vs Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul et 
al (1710), 16 I C C Rep, 366. Upon 
complaint based upon exaction of 
through rate of 33% cents upon oil 
meal from ‘ Minneapolis, Minn., to 
Milo, Mo., while the combination of 
local rates based upon Kansas City 
amounted to only 18 cents. Held, 
That higher through rate is unrea- 
sonable to the extent that it exceeds 
18 cents; reparation awarded; June 
19, p 841. 

Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy et al (1826), 16 
I C C Rep, 30. On Nov 30, 1906, com- 
plainant made shipment of rice from 
New: Orleans, La., to Billings, Mont., 
on which it was charged $1.40; ef- 
fective Dec 22, 1908, a rate of $1.07 
was applied. Held, That former rate 
was unreasonable; reparation award- 
ed and defendants required to main- 
tain the $1.07 rate for the customary 
period; April 24, p 577. 

vs Northern 
Pacific et al (1922); same vs same 
(1923), 16 I C C Rep, 313. Complaint 
involves rates on dried fruit in boxes 
from Fresno, Cal., to Bozeman and 
Billings, Mont. From Fresno to Boze- 
ban, complainant was charged $1.32; 
on Billings shipment, $1.37%. At 
same time defendants maintained a 
rate of $1 from Fresno to Helena and 
Butte, Mont., and of $1.10 to Fargo 
and Wahpeton, N. D., and Fergus 
Falls and Crookston, Minn., and to 


other points in these two states more | 


distant from Fresno than Bozeman 
or Billings by a substantial mileage. 
Held, That rate to Bozeman and Bil- 
lings should not exceed $1.10; repara- 
tion awarded; May 29, p 764. 


Northwestern et al (2050), 16 IC C 
Rep, 212. Complaint is directed 
against rate of $5.20 per ton on soft 
coal from Sterling, Ill., to Wausa, 


Neb. It appeared that this rate was- 


a paper rate, no coal, it is alleged, 
having heretofore moved between 
those points. Defendants admit that 
the rate asked by complainant, viz., 
$2.70, is reasonable. Held, That this 
rate should be established and repara- 
tion awarded; May 22, p 730. 


(1648), 15 I C C Rep, 165. Petition 
for reparation herein based on al- 
leged unreasonable rate for the trans- 
portation of lumber between Atkins, 
Ark., and Briggs, Okla., dismissed, 
because of failure of complaint to ap- 
pear in the matter either in person 
.or on counsel at the hearing; Feb 13, 

Thatcher Manufacturing Co vs New 
York Central & Hudson River .et al 
(1891), 16 I C C Rep, 126. Complain- 
ant tendered defendant New York 
Central line carload of cullet for 
transportation from New York, N. Y., 
to Kane, Pa., with no routing instruc- 
tions, except that delivery should be 
made by the Pennsylvania. Initial 
earrier routed shipment via Buffalo, 
N. Y., and collected charges on basis 
of 23% cents, the sum of the locals 
on Buffalo; at same time there was 
in effect rates between the same 
points via Canandaigua, N. Y., which 
produced a combination of locals ag- 
gregating 18 cents. Held, That initial 
earrier misrouted shipment and rep- 
aration awarded; May 8, p 642. 

Thomas, A. L., vs Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St Paul et al (2069), 15 I C C Rep, 
584. On Oct 19, 1906, complainant 
shipped carload of vegetables from 
Green Bay, Wis., to Pattonsburg, Mo. 
The sum of the locals in and out of 
Milwaukee, viz., 31% cents, was 
charged complainant. At the same 
time over other and competing lines 
a joint through rate of 22 cents was 
in effect; subsequently defendants es- 
tablished this rate. Held, That for- 
mer rate was unreasonable; repara- 
tion awarded and 22-cent rate or- 
or in effect for two years; April 3, 
p 


Thomas, A. L., vs Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St Paul et al (2194), 16 I C C Rep, 
364. Prior to Oct 12. 1908, defendants, 
through a long and short haul pro- 
vision in their tariffs applied the 15- 
cent rate on potatoes from Green 
Bay, Wis., to~Painesdale, Mich.. to 
Pound, Wausaukee and Beaver, Wis. 

On the above date the long and short 
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haul provision was canceled, leaving 
in effect a 2i-cent rate from Pound, 
Wausaukee and Beaver to Painesdale. 
By tariff effective Nov 10, 1908, 15- 
cent rate was made specifically ap- 
plicable to said points. Complaint in- 
volves certain shipments made while 
2l-cent rate was in effect. Held, 
That said rate was unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeded 15 cents; 
reparation awarded; June 19, p 843. 
Lumber Co vs Arkansas 
Southern et al (1440); same vs Vicks- 
burg, Shreveport & Pacific et al 
(1441). These cases involve the same 
questions decided in Chicago Lumber 
& Coal Co et al vs Tioga S$ E et al 
(1438), q.v; dismissed; June 5, p 794. 


Trostel, Albert, & Sons vs Minneapolis, 


St Paul & Sault Ste Marie et al 
(1893), 16 I C C Rep, 348. Complaint 
involves reasonableness of class rate 
of 19 cents on tan bark from Trenary, 
Mich., to Milwaukee, Wis. ‘At time 
shipment moved there was a rate of 
12 cents in effect via another route 
and subsequently defendants made 
this rate applicable via route ship- 
ment in question moved. Held, That 
rate was unreasonable to the extent 
that it exceeded the subsequently es- 
tablished 12-cent rate; June 19, p 844. 


Tully, W. A., Grain Co vs Fort Smith 


& Western et al (1901), 16 I C C Rep, 
28. Defendants voluntarily reduced 
their rate on snapped corn from 
Okemah, Okla., to Terrell, Tex., be- 
cause it was unjust and unreasona- 
ble. Fifteen months after the rate 
was reduced, complaint was filed ask- 
ing reparation on shipments moving 
under the higher rate. Defendants 
were never asked to make informal 
adjustment, and when formal com- 
plaint was filed were willing to satisfy 
same without formal hearing. Held, 
That complainant is entitled to rep- 
aration for the difference between the 
reduced rate and the rate charged 
as applied to the weight of the ship- 
ment, but under the peculiar facts 
the reduced rate should be maintained 
for a period of not less than two 
years from the date it became effec- 
tive; April 24, p 577. 


Updike Grain Co vs Union Pacific 


(1655). Heard and decided with the 
. Nebraska-Iowa Grain Co case, ante. 


United States vs Adams Express Co et 


al (1582), 16 I C C Rep, 394, Com- 
plaint alleged that through rate of 
$11.75 on merchandise from Washing- 
ton, D. C., to Bremerton, Wash., was 
unreasonable to the extent that it ex- 
ceeded the sum of the locals, viz., 
$11.35. Defendant subsequently es- 
tablished joint rates not in excess ‘of 
locals. Held, That rates from Wash- 
ington to Bremerton should not ex- 
ceed $11.35 on shipments of 1,000 
pounds and over and $11.95 on ship- 
ments from 500 to 1,000 pounds, and 
$13.75 on shipments over 100 and less 
than 500 pounds; reparation awarded; 
June 26, p 873. 

United States vs New York, Philadel- 
phia & Norfolk et al (1635), 15 IC C 
Rep, 233. Defendants’ rates of 57 
cents and $1.30 per 100 pounds for the 
transportation of ball cartridges and 
saluting powder, respectively, from 
Norfolk, Va., to Annapolis, Md., found 
unreasonable and unjust to the extent 
that they exceed 36 cents per 100 
pounds on ball cartridges and 74 cents 
per 100 pounds on saluting powder; 
Feb 20, p 252. 


United States vs Baltimore & Ohio et 
al (1645), 15 I C C Rep, 470. The 
defendants had in force from Pitts- 
burg, Pa., to Newport, R. I., through 
fare of $12.50, while at the same time 
a combination of locals over the same 
line made a through charge of $11. 
Held, That under the circumstances 
the higher through fare was unrea- 
sonable to the extent that it exceeded 
the sum of the locals: reparation 
awarded; March 13, p 377. 


Valley Flour Mills vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe et al (1527), 16 I C C Rep, 
73. In Howard Mills Co vs Missouri 
Pacific et al (12 I C C Rep, 258), the 
difference between rates on wheat 
and flour from Kansas points to Pa- 
cific Coast terminals was prescribed. 
That decision also included the ad- 
justment of rates from Kansas points 
to Phoenix, Ariz. It appeared, how- 
ever, that- the milling interests of 
Pheenix were unfavorably affected by 
that decision and the present com- 
plaint put in issue the relationship of 
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rates on wheat and flour from Belpre, 

Pawnee Rock and Hutchinson, Kan., 

to Pheenix. Until Sept, 1907, com- 

plainant paid 86-cents for the trans- 
portation of wheat from the afore- 
said Kansas points to Phcenix, but in 
accordance with the order of the 
Commission in the Howard case, ante, 
this rate was increased to $1.18. Com- 
plainant attacked this rate as well as 
the rate on flour of $1.25 as unrea- 
sonable and unjust per se and in 
comparison with the rates from said 

Kansas points to Los Angeles, Cal. 

Held, That rates from aforesaid Kan- 

sas points to Phoenix should not ex- 

ceed $1 on wheat, and that the rate 
on flour from same points to same 
destination should not exceed the rate 
on wheat by more than 12 per cent. 

Order in Howard Mills case modified 

accordingly; April 24, p 580. 

Venus, D. M., vs St Louis, Iron Moun- 

tain & Southern (1512). 15 I C C Rep, 

136. Complainant, on July 7, 1904, 

shipped carload of shelled oats from 

Durant, Okla., to Olla, La. The sum 

of the local rates, viz., 13 and 51 cents, 

was charged. It is estimated that the 
5l-cent local should not have ex- 
ceeded 31 cents, but defendant ques- 
tioned whether claim was not barred 
by the statute of limitations. The 
claim was first presented to the Com- 
mission in writing June 13, 1907, and 
defendant was thereupon advised of 
its presentation, but a formal petition 

was not filed until April 4, 1908. 

Held, That the first presentation of 

the claim effectually bars the opera- 

tion of the statute of limitations, 
since this is held to be a sufficient 
presentation within one year after 
the passage of the amended law; 
reparation allowed and case held open 

pending adjustment; Jan 30, p 145. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co vs St 

Louis Southwestern (1608), 16 I C C 

Rep, 49. Complaint attacked an al- 

leged unreasonable advance in rates 

on commercial fertilizer from Shreve- 
port, La., to Arkansas points on line 
of defendant; it was further alleged 
that rates unduly preferred Memphis, 

Tenn. Complaint as to discrimination 

in favor of Memphis not sustained, 

but rates from Shreveport to certain 

Arkansas points found unreasonable 

and reasonable maximum rates pre- 

scribed. (For the specific maxima 
prescribed by the Commission in this 

case see “‘Fertilizer’’); April 24, p 564. 

Voorhees, John N., vs Atlantic Coast 
Line et al (1652), 16 I C C Rep, 42. 
Complainant shipped six carloads of 
cabbages from St. Andrews, S. ¢., to 
New York, N. Y., for the transporta- 
tion of which defendants charged 
their less than carload rate, because 
the initial carrier performed the load- 
ing service. Held, That these ship- 
ments, having been offered in carload 
quantities, were entitled to the pub- 
lished rene, et and in ae — 
sence 0 specific ar provis on n 
additional charge could be lawfully 
eollected from complainant to cover 
loading service performed by the rail- 
road company; reparation awarded; 
April 24, p 572. 

Voorhees, John N., vs Atlantic Coast 
Line et al (1822), 16 I C C Rep, 465. 
Complainant attacked the reasonable- 
ness of a rate of 63 cents per basket 
applied on certain shipments of _let- 
tuce from St. Andrews, 8S. C., to New 
York, N. Y. Complainant contended 
that rate of 32 cents was applicable, 
but it appeared that such contention 
was founded on complainant’s mis- 
construction of the tariff of another 
line in which one of the defendants 
was named as a participating carrier. 
Subsequent to movement in question 
the 63-cent rate was reduced to 48 
cents. Held, That 48-cent rate is 
reasonable and reparation awarded 
complainant on that basis; April 24, 
p 573. 

Wakita Coal & Lumber Co vs Atchison, 
Toveka & Santa Fe et al (1570), 15 
I C C Rep, 533. Petition for repara- 
tion based on alleged misrouting of 
earload of lumber from Ashland, Tex., 
to Wakita, Okla., dismissed because 
of failure of complainant to. appear 
at hearing of case; March 20, p 430. 

Washer, S. R., Grain Co vs Missouri 
Pacific Ry (1205), 15 I C C Rep, 147. 
Complainant alleged unjust discrimi- 
nation because defendant had refused 
~ frée commercial elevation, or ‘a money 
compensation therefor, at° Atchison, 
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hile contemporaneously according 
that privilege to other places. Based 
on this allegation, indirect damages 
to a large amount as well as attor- 
ney’s fees were demanded. Held 
That reparation should be awarded 
on the grain actually elevated be- 
cause it is found that the free com- 
mercial elevation at other places dis- 
criminated against Atchison and af- 
fected the rates paid by the com- 
plainant to the exact extent of % 
cent per 100 pounds, the amount al- 
lowed other elevators in lieu of free 
elevation; petition for attorney’s fees, 
ete, dismissed; Feb 6, p 162. 


vs Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
(1301), 15 I C C Rep, 219. Defendant 
received shipment of broomoorn at 
Duncan, Okla., billed locally to Wich- 
ita, Kan. From there it was recon- 
signed to Seattle, Wash., but instead 
of turning over the shipment to the 
Burlington at MBeatrice, Neb., the 
usual junction of interchange, de- 
fendant delivered it to the latter road 
at St.. Joseph. Via this route there 
was no through rate in effect and the 
sum of the locals in and out of St. 
Joseph was assessed. It also ap- 
peared that the Rock Island had 
treated the shipment as. being held at 
Wichita under the conditions of an 
independent reconsignment and stor- 
age-in-transit tariff to which the 
other carriers were not parties, and it 
assessed its charges accordingly. 
Held, That the shipment in question 
was a joint movement and that the 
provisions of the reconsigning tariff 
could not apply, the other carriers not 
participating therein and the joint 
tariff making no specific reference to 
the former tariff; (2) that the de- 
fendant alone was. responsible for 
misrouting shipment through a junc- 
tion carying a higher rate than was 
available via another junction and 
must bear entire burden of the mis- 
—" reparation awarded; Feb. 13, p 


Michigan Southern et al (2001), 16 
I C C Rep, 124. Complaint, challeng- 
ing the reasonableness of rates on 
building and roofing paper from Erie, 
Pa., to points in Central Freight as- 
sociation territory and asking for es- 
tablishment of rates not to exceed 
83% per cent of the sixth class rates 
between the same points, dismissed 
on complainant’s motion, it appearing 
that the defendants had agreed to es- 


tablish the rates prayed for; May 8, | 


p 643. 


| 
Wells-Higman Co vs Grand Rapids & 


Indiana et al (1960), 16 I C C Rep, 
339. Complaint involves a through 
rate of 30% cents on grape baskets 
from Traverse City, Mich., to Mont- 
rose, Ia. At time during which ship- 
ments forming the basis of this com- 
plaint moved there was in effect via 
same route local rates in and out of 
Chicago, Ill., producing a combination 
rate of 19 cents. Held, That rate 
should not exceed 19 cents; repara- 
tion awarded; June 12, p 813. 


et al (1637), 15 I C C Rep, 443. Com- 
plainant attacked reasonableness of a 
switching charge of $5 per car at El 
Paso, ex., for switching between 
terminal of the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe and complainant’s place of 
business located on the tracks of the 
Texas & Pacific. It appears . that 
Santa Fe’s rate on coal from Gallup, 
N. M., to El Paso, includes delivery 
only on its tracks at the latter place 
and that on coal consigned to the 
complainant, Santa Fe receives only 
its freight rates and no portion of the 
switching charges. It was argued 
that this switching service was intra- 
State and so beyond the jurisdiction 
of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. Held (1), That a car of coal 
transported from Gallup, N. M., to El 
Paso, Tex., by one carrier, and de- 
livered by that carrier to a second 
earrier for delivery to warehouse of 
consignee located upon the tracks of 
such second carrier in El Paso, is in- 
terstate traffic, even though the first 
earrier collects only its transporta- 
tion charge to El Paso and the sec- 
ond carrier collects and retains all of 
the switching charge at El Paso. (2) 
Switching charge of $5 per car is un- 
reasonable and a charge of $3 pre- 
scribed; March 13, p 365. 





Whitcomb, J, A., vs C & N W et al 


(1538), 15 I C C Rep, 27. Complain- 
ant shipped an uncrated automobile 
weighing 725 pounds from Beatrice, 
Neb., to Kenosha, Wis. The tariff 
rate on uncrated automobiles was 


double first class at actual weight, 


subject to minimum of 5,000 pounds 
each at first class. Complainant al- 
leged that agent at Beatrice told her 
the rate would be double first class, 
actual weight. Suit for reparation 
was thereupon entered. Held, (1) 
That defendant’s rate of 92 cents per 
100 pounds is not unreasonable; (2) 
that classification of new and old 
automobiles in same class is not, un- 
der the circumstances, unjust, as no 
definite line can be drawn between 
old and new machines of different 
value; Jan 16, p 64. 


Wilbert Bros., F., et al vs Pennsylvania 


(1692), 16 I C C Rep, 116. See under 
bet Produce Co et al vs same 


Williamson, Sam, vs Oregon Short Line 


et al (1646), 15 I C C Rep, 228. In 
view of the former practice of the 
‘defendant carriers in that behalf, the 
through rate on wheat, from Idaho 
Falls, Idaho, to McKinney, Tex., must 
be held applicable, under Special Cir- 
cular No 6 of the Commission’s tariff 
department, to a carload shipment to 
McKinney, which moved on July 17, 
1907, from Wooleys Spur, an inter- 
mediate point from which no specific 
through rate had been published; rep- 
a awarded on that basis; Feb 
, Pp ” 


Wilson Produce Co et al vs Pennsyl- 


vania (1472); F. Wilbert Bros. et al 
vs same (1692); H. W. Joynes vs 
same (1693), 16 I C C Rep, 116. De- 
fendant’s track-storage tariff, apply- 
ing to carload shipments of fruit and 
produce received at the Pennsylvania 
Lines Produce Yards at Pittsburg, 
Pa., provides that after the expira- 
tion of 48 hours’ free time, track- 
storage charges will be assessed as 
follows: For the first two days, $1 per 
car per day or fraction thereof; for 
the next succeeding two days $3 per 
car per day or fraction thereof, and for 
each succeeding day or fraction there- 
of $4 per car. On rehearing of com- 
plaint challenging the legality of 
these charges and of two other com- 
plaints involving the same _§ issues. 
Held, (1) That the law does not re- 
quire a carrier to give its cars and 
tracks ‘under any terms for use as 
warehouses or places of business; (2) 
that after allowing a reasonable time 
for unloading cars a carrier may im- 


pose such charges for further deten-~ 


tion of as will lead to the speedy re- 
lease of its equipment; (3) that a 
earrier has the right to impose such 
charges at its produce terminal as 
will render that terminal available 
for the purpose for which it was in- 
tended; (4) that the imposition of 
higher track-storage charges at Penn- 
sylvania Lines Produce Yards in 
Pittsburg than at other points does 
not constitute undue discrimination in 
view of the substantial dissimilarity 


of conditions; complaints dismissed; _ 


May 1, p 605 


Windsor Milling & Elevator Co vs Col- 


orado & Southern et al (2019), 16 
I C C Rep, 349. Eunice, La., is on 
a branch of Morgan’s Louisiana & 
Texas Railroad & Steamship Co’s 
lines, connecting with the main line 
at Midland, La. Opelousas is sim- 
ilarly situate with respect to Lafay- 
ette. Lafayette and Midland are main 
‘line points intermediate between New 
Orleans, La., and Windsor, Colo. 
Prior to Oct 26, 1907, the rate on 
flour from Windsor to New Orleans 
was 42% cents, and this rate was ap- 
plicable to intermediate points. 
Eunice and Opelousas took this rate 
plus the locals from Midland and La- 
fayette respectively. On the aforesaid 
date, the rate to New Orleans was 
increased to 45 cents, but its applica- 
tion to intermediate points was, 
through clerical error, not provided 
for, leaving only class rates in effect. 
Effective March 20, 1908, this error 
was corrected and a rate of 50 cents 
given Eunice and 59 to Opelousas. 
Sept 15, 1908, a rate of 57% cents was 
made applicable from both places. 
Complaint involves shipments made 
while class rates were in effect. Held, 
That the rates were unreasonable to 
the extent that they exceeded the 
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Decisions - Wind 


rates of 50 and 59 cents from Eunice 
and Opelousas, respectively; June 19, 


p 843. 

Winn Parish Lumber Co vs Arkansas 
Southern et al (14386), 16 I C C Rep, 
335. This case involves the same 
oe decided in Chicago Lumber 

Coal Co et al vs Tioga S E et al 
(1438), q v; dismissed; June 5, p 794. 

Wisconsin Pearl Button Co vs Chicago, 
St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha et al 
(1744), 16 I C C Rep, 80. Complaint 
attacks reasonableness of Class B 
rate of 20 cents applied on shipment 
of clam shells from Mendota, Minn., 
to La Crosse, Wis.; it appeared that 
defendants at that time maintained a 
rate of six cents on clam shells from 
La Crosse to St Paul, Minn, an ap- 
proximately equi-distant haul; that 
classification of the commodity was 
later changed from Class B to Class 
E; that shortly after movement in 
question a competitive line voluntarily 
established a rate of eight cents be- 
tween Mendota and La Crosse. Held, 
That rate should not have exceeded 
eight cents; reparation awarded; 
April 24, p 585. : 

Wood, D. E., Butter Co vs Cleveland, 
Cincinnati, Chicago & St Louis et al 
(2105), 16 I C C Rep, 374. Com- 
plainant made certain shipments of 
butter from Wellington, O, consigned 
to itself at Chicago, Ill; upon arrival 
there they were reconsigned to com- 
plainant at Evansville; the through 
rate assessed was 71 cents; the com- 
bination of locals on Chicago was 
65.8 cents; no complaint is made 
against the reasonableness of the 
through rate per se, but complainant 
contends that shipments passed into 
his possession at Chicago and that 
it is therefore entitled to the benefit 
of the local rates. Held, That under 
the facts of the case, complainant 
did not actually take possession of 
shipment at Chicago and that com- 
— should be dismissed; June 19, 
p iy 

Woodward & Dickerson vs Louisville & 
Nashville et al (1726), 15 I C C Rep, 
170. Compjainant shipped two car- 
loads of crude phosphate rock from 
St Blaise, Tenn, to Riddlesburg, Pa, 
but instead of the shipments going 
over the route directed at the pub- 
lished rate of $3.45 per gross ton, 
they were diverted at Cincinnati by 
initial carrier to another route over 
which the $3.45 joint rate did not 
apply; upon complaint asking dam- 
ages for the excess charged caused by 
such misrouting. Held, That this 
Commission has jurisdiction to award 
damages for diversion of shipments 
under such circumstances and that 
complainant should be awarded dam- 
ages; Feb 13, p 194. 

Wyman, Partridge & Co et al vs Bos- 
ton & Maine et al (1126), 151 CC 
Rep, 577. In pursuance of the sug- 
gestion of the Commission in the 
original proceedings in this case, car- 
riers arranged to incorporate certain 
provisions in their tariffs in regard 
to marine insurance on the lakes; 
complainants filed supplementary pe- 
titions setting forth that under this 
arrangement they did not receive the 
same protection which had been for- 
merly secured by _ their policies 
of insurance and asking that the 
matter be further considered. Held, 
That defendants’ tariffs relating to 

marine insurance should be modified 
to read as follows: “While ship- 
ments carried under this tariff are 
water borne at and between lake 
ports on the vessels of a lake line 
party hereto, the lake carrier and 
the rail carrier delivering the prop- 
erty to the lake carrier jointly and 
severally assume liability for loss or 
damage to said shipments caused by 
marine perils, to wit: Of the seas 
and lakes, fire, collision, stranding, 
jettisons, pirates, assailing thieves, 
barratry of the master or mariners 
and all other perils or misfortunes 
that Rave or shall come to the hurt 
or damage of said property or any 
part thereof, Including general aver- 
age charges and expenses for which 
the owner may under the maritime 
law be. chargeable, but excluding the 
risks of riots, war or insurrection; 
anv loss from said marine perils for 
which the lake line or the rail line is 
liable hereunder to be paid 60 days 
after proof of loss and proof of in- 
terest in said property are furnished 
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said company.’’ That carriers should 
tender shippers a bill of lading which 
is consonant with their tariffs in re- 
os to marine insurance; March 20, 
p : 

Yawman & Erbe Mfg Co vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al (927), 15 
I C C Rep, 260. Complainant, a 
manufacturer of office supplies, 
charged that Western Classification 
rating on rapid roller letter copiers, 
viz., One and one-half times first 
class, was unjust and unduly dis- 
criminatory in favor of the ordinary 
letter press which is given a second- 
class rating. Held, That the evidence 
does not bear out these allegations; 
complaint dismissed; Feb 20, p 232. 

Zellerbach Paper Co vs Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe et al (1929), 16 I 
CC Rep, 129. Complaint, challeng- 
ing the reasonableness of carload 
minimum of 20,000 pounds applied on 
shipment of paper from Chicago, IIl., 
to San Francisco, Cal., dismissed on 
complainant’s motion; May 8, p 644. 


DELANO, Frederic A., President, Wa- 


bash Railroad. 

Utterances: Addresses Traffic Club of 
Philadelphia on uses of traffic clubs 
and selling of transportation; speech 
in full; May 29, p 777. 


DELAWARE & HUDSON COMPANY 


Earnings: Financial depression held 
responsible for decrease of $1,664,708 
in gross and $782,000 in net earn- 
ings for calendar year of 1908; April 
17, p 553. 


DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WEST- 


ERN RAILROAD 
Sugar: Announces elimination of cart- 
age allowances and adoption of net 
rates from New York, N. Y., to 
trunk line western termini and 
points beyond, said rates to be 
present gross rates minus cartage 
allowance; April 24, p 592. 


DEMURRAGE 


Cars Bunched in Transit: Tariffs 
ought to contain a rule providing 
that when, by fault of carrier, cars 
are bunched in excess of shipper’s 
or consignee’s ability to handle them 
within free time, demurrage will not 
accrue. In absence of such rule, the 
Commission can determine reason- 
ableness of practice only upon formal 
coaraens. (Conf Rul); March 6, p 

Coal: <A rule that provides that, when 
a barge registers at the pier office 
the number of carloads of coal which 
it will contain are immediately 
matched off against it and demur- 
rage ceases upon such carloads wait- 
ing to be transshipped, irrespective 
of time railroad may actually un- 
load coal into barge, is not unrea- 
sonable. Hutchinson-McCandlish Coal 
Co vs B & O et al (1689), 16 IC C 
Rep, 360; June 39, p &36. 

Interstate Commerce vs Intrastate: In- 
terstate commerce within meaning 
of commerce act has begun when 
shipper has called for and had a car 
delivered to him for loading. (Ann 
Arbor et al vs R R Com of Ohio; 
Court of Common Pleas. Franklin 
County, Ohio); June 5, p 799. 

Pending Settlement of Freight Charges: 
Delivering carrier refused to accept 
ear from connection’ until transpor- 
tation charges thereon. had ®een paid. 
Connecting carrier mailed notice to 
address of consignee, who was not 
known, and before difficulty was 
straightened out demurrage accrued. 
Held, That demurrage charges law- 
fully accrued and should stand. (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 343. 

Private Cars Used by Other Than 
Owner: A private car owned by one 
shipper, but used with his consent 
by another shipper dealing in a dif- 
ferent commodity, is not a private 
car as that phrase has been defined 
by the Commission in connection 
with demurrage charges. (Conf Rul); 
Feb, 6, p 161. 

Private Cars: Demurrage on. See also 
“Cars, Private.”’ 

Rules, Uniform Code Of: National As- 
sociation of Railway Commissioners, 
through subcommittee on car service 
and demurrage, promulgates tentative 
uniform code of demurrage rules and 
invites suggestions and criticisms on 
them; proposed code printed in full. 






(May 15, p 677.) National Industrial 


Discrimination 41 


Traffic League suggests changes in 
uniform code; code as amended by 
eee printed in full; June 12, p 


—New England Board of Transporta- 
tion suggests changes in Rules 2 and 
3 of proposed code; June 26, p 883. 

Waiver or Refund Of: “It is not per- 
missible to provide that demurrage 
—— be refunded or waived in case 
of inclement weather, and leave it to 
the judgment of some person to de- 
termine what constitutes inclement 
weather. It is permissible to pro- 
vide that demurrage charges shall be 
waived or refunded in case of 
weather interference of such severity 
as to damage the freight in han- 
dling it into or from the car, or 
when shipment is frozen so as to 
prevent or seriously hinder unload- 
ing, or when, because of flood or 
high water or snow drifts, which it 
is the carrier’s duty to remove, it is 
impracticable to get to car for load- 
ing or unloading.”” (Amendment to 
Conference Ruling 135, Bulletin 3.) 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 770. 

Waiver of, Under Special Conditions: 
A sidetrack to an industry upon 
which carrier had delivered 18 heav- 
ily loaded cars sank because of 
marshy character of roadbed. Held, 
That carrier may refund demurrage 
collected for necessary detention of 
cars while sidetrack was being re- 
built. (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 

Waiver, Unlawful: A _ tariff provided 
that when freight could not be dis- 
posed at a point held for sufficient 
amount to realize both freight and 
car service or storage charges, de- 
murrage might be refunded, waived 
or canceled. Held, That such rule 
is unlawful per se, as no subsequent 
fact having any relation to transpor- 

_ tation service, e. g., the sale of 
freight to realize charges, can law- 
fully be made a basis for refund or 
other departure from published rates. 
(Conf Rul); March 6, p 343. 


DENVER, Colo. 


Class Rates: Held, That class rates 
from Chicago, Ill., should not ex- 
ceed following: 


CUBES: sicteesecene 1 2 3 4 5 
CRE 6 0 coded cots 180 145 110 85 67 
MPN: 56. are 0.0 0. seao eters A B.D. *& 
RONNIE 5 -nivieseneile mazda 80% 63 54 47 40 
From St. Louis. Mo., to Denver: 
NN: dine ase waco 1 2 3 4 5 
CIODUE: (Side. + cnso~ s 162 127 101 80% 63 
SNL +0) 4 sincdsencdhéavce sors Bae eee ae 
NE oe waciruesne mil inciiedl 74 56 50 42 36 


Kindel vs N Y N H & H et al 
ane 15 I C C Rep, 555; March 20, 
p . 


DEPORTATION 


Provisions for Care in Transit of De- 
ported Persons: Provisions for sub- 
sistence and care in transit of Chi- 
nese being deported are matters of 
contract between carrier and gov- 
ernment and need not be published 
in tariffs. (Conf Rul) Feb. 6 p 160. 

Reduced Rates Not Lawful: Carriers 
may not lawfully grant reduced fares 
for transportation of Chinese _ to 
ports of deportation even though 
expense is borne by government. 
(Conf Rul) Feb. 6, 160. 


DIFFERENTIALS 


See “Rates, Differential.’’ 


DISCRIMINATION 


See also ‘‘Competition.” 

Competitive Markets, Rights to: A 
earrier cannot lawfully so group 
with respect of rates as to unduly 
discriminate against any locality. 
The duty imposed by law is to give 
equal treatment to all shippers who 
are in position to demand it, and 
this includes right to reach competi- 
tive markets on _ relatively equal 
terms. .Black Mountain Coal Land 
Co et al vs Sou Ry et al (1881), 15 
I C C Rep, 286; Feb. 20, p 262. 

Contractual: Railroads should not he 
allowed to so divide and diversify 
themselves by contract and traffic 
agreements as to work a practical 
discrimination. So long as there is 


















































































































EXPLOSIVES, Rules Governing Trans- 


Tariffs: 


FALSE WEIGHING 


FEED 


FERRIES, Employes of 


FERRIES, Municipal 


FERTILIZER . 





Explosives 


perkenien 

History: Col. W. B. Dunn, in an 
address before the Railway Club of 
Pittsburg, Pa., explains history and 
necessity for present regulations; 
speech in full. Jan. 2, p 7. 

It is not necessary for car- 
riers to file copy of Commission’s 
regulations as tariff issue, but each 
tariff containing rates on explosives 
must also contain notice that said 
rates are applicable in connection 
and in compliance with Commis- 
sion’s regulations; this provision 
must also be incorporated by re- 
issue or supplement in all existing 


tariffs as early as practicable. Conf 
Rul) Feb. 6, p 159. 







See “‘Underbilling.”’ 





New York (Intrastate): Held, That 

rates from Ogdensburg to points on 
Delaware & Hudson south of Rouses 
Point to and including Port Henry 
should not exceed eight cents; south 
of Port Henry to and_ including 
Whitehall, 10 cents. Ogdensburg 
Roller Mills et al vs Rutland et al 
(N. Y. Pub. Serv. Com., 2d dis- 
trict); May 22, p 739. 


FENCE POSTS . 


See “Posts, -Fence.”’ 





FENCING, Wire 
Spokane, Wash.: 
wire fencing, in rols, should not ex- 


Held, That rates on 


ceed following: From Sst. Paul, 
Minn., 80 cents; from Chicago, II1., 
93 cents; carload minimum same as 
from same points of origin to Se- 
attle, Wash. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I C C 
Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. i 


Hours of Service Law: The hours of 

service law does not apply to em- 
ployes of ferries, car ferries ex- 
cepted, even when owned by rail- 
eo company. (Conf Rul) Feb. 6. 
Pp . , 


When Subject to Commission's Juris- 

diction: A municipal ferry partici- 
pating in transportation as defined 
in the Act to Regulate Commerce 
becomes subject to that. statute. 
«Conf Rul) May 29, p 771. 


Phosphate Rock: Held, That rates 
from Mount Pleasant district in 
Tennessee should not exceed follow- 
ing per. gross ton: To Chicago, 
Ti., $3.70; Canton, O., $3.85: San- 
dusky, O., $3.70; Indianapolis, Ind.., 
$3.10; Columbus, O., $3.40; Cleveland, 
O., $3.80; Dayton, O., $3.05; Pitts- 
burg, Pa., $4.20: Detroit, Mich., 
$3.85; Buffalo, N. Y., $4.25; that pro- 
portional rates from Centerville 
(Tenn.) district to following. when 
for beyond, should not exceed $2.25 
to Cincinnati, O., $2 to Louisville, 
Ky., $2.10 to Evansville, Ind.: that 
proportional rates on rock coming 
from Centerville field from Ohio 
River crossings given below to des- 
tinations given below should not ex- 
ceed following: Evansville to Chi- 

, $1.60; Louisville to Indianapo- 
lis, $1.10; Cincinnati to the follow- 
ing: Canton, $1.60; Sandusky, $1.45: 
Columbus. $1.15; Cleveland, $1.55; 
Dayton, 80 cents: Pittsburg. $1.95: 
Detroit, $1.60, and Buffalo. $2. Dar- 
ling & Co et al vs B & O et al 
=. 15 I C C Rep, 79; Jan. 30, p 


Rates Should Be Lew: Fertilizer is 

a low-grade traffic. subject to no 
great risk in transit, and requiring 
no special service for its transporta- 
tion in the sense that “special serv- 
ice” is generally understood. Its 
free movement and use is an auxil- 
iary tending to produce and furnish 
a larger volume of traffic, and thus 
promote the prosperity of carriers 
and their patrons: so that, consider- 
ing both commercial and transporta- 
tion conditions, it is entitled to com- 
paratively low rates. Va-Car Chem- 
ical Co vs St L S W (1609), 16 
I C C Rep, 49: Apri 24, p 564. 







Shreveport, 
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La., to Arkansas Points: 
Held, That rates to following points 
in Arkansas on line of defendant 
should not exceed following: 








Carloads, 

Mini- Less 

mum than 

From Shreveport, 30,000 Car- 

La., to— Lbs. loads. 
| Sibbeede bos eee eee os 18 
Frostville rer ai 18 
CamBela  ...c06 pinasecese. oO 18 
WeeONe, CU . wevivcsoccces 86 20 
NE". Ute es UbAs Krdnd b6O's 8% 20 
Genoa ....... 8% 20 
Texarkana Sly 20 
McKinney 86 20 
MO | 64-0 6050 dinie Sheers eae 8% 20 
Garden City ..... beseeee 8% 20 
ge RE. cotce ORD 20 
POUR  sesvcces peruse eas ea. an 20 
BISWISVENS vies ucituseecese Sly 20 
DL. ks saacendes es bb.c6 8% 20 
Buckner ..... ebivicne Perera | 20 
RAPIER: weitere whew eek’ 8% 20 
NEEL. - Sis aie 6. 0 utcb0s batieoat 6 8% 20 
RE <i bas vac ctaenecs ss 8% 20 

Magnesia Springs ....... 8% 20% 

EE? oS eh wake we. oie iO 6 sas 8% 20% 
DE > iv.cek kk paeetes . 8% 21 
CEE coc Ve eceseescdsce 8% 21 
CEES - nck bbcce hes aes - 8% 22 
Buena Vista ........... 9 25 
BEE. .d.0> cube ces be €'45% v0 9 25 
ME * cae wes nebwb.ecaeeas © 9 25 
NE. Sod ee Cakes teat 9 25 
SE non 5 a bwES bea a8 6:6 9 25 
CG gece eee wees ao 25 
rrr 9 25 
GONE ER kc cece ceed dee 9 25 
EE 645 eG enndeohe ba 9 25 
ES.) ass tbeedes ces 9 25 
PE Viet ehe¢uatsc.ok nan 9 25 
NE” ana wing h ne koh oboe s 9 25 
Little Bay 9 2F 
Thornton ee 25 
ili i ay SE St 5 ey 9 25 
WERE |. ivawwssss 9% 25 
|S atinveds es 6 ue 9% 25 
PEEL, a nee pecenacuses 91% 25 
Soa peereeate » eenwe 9% 25 
a on nce ibaa mike an ata 9% 25 
IIE, le wares cea od ate wee Sa 10 25 
ROE: WE. coceceodseess 10 25 
COBOG  .csccccse a eke 10 25 
EE ik ean ae ddenaks spss = 

NN. ce Sidin owes aca pe Ap oie 10 2 

EEL, oa c% cslece:h cap 6 2.0 b-4 10% 27 
i. Saar eso ae 28 
A wenn eeuhe eas 10% 28 
BPUIONE, cco ciectnecccvcss 11 30 
WE DET Sikéwecsiecs cesacts 11 30 
SR eS ee 11% 30 
WEE. o dicens ee ccnes's 11% 30 
<> ob ba pea es heads 04 11% 30 
PEL, . »:0-0wsdeae's bo asso 11% 30 
NE:.; «odds aque 6 Aes baw 11% 30 
TUCKER ...vcccece fy) BE SE 12 30 
| aa a ohne anlage KGa « - 12 30 
rt EN 6s nec cb ee ee wea 12 32 
WLS: o Saan e Ot cenibiouta 12 32 
TE, sapo00 Siailoaiin easels ge << ae 33 
Wilobel 12 33 
Toltec 12 33 
Scotts 12 34 
Baucum 34 
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Va-Car Chemical Co vs St L S W 
(1608), 16 I C C Rep, 49; April 24, 
p 564. 


FLAXSEED 
See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 
Britton, S. D., to Red Wing, Minn.: 


Held, That rate, C. L., should not 
exceed 15.5 cents. Red Wing Linseed 
Co vs CM & St P (1896), 151 CC 
Rep, 47; Jan 30, p 141. 


FLOUR 


See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 
Maintenance of 


Equal Rates’ with 
Wheat: The maintenance of a par- 
ity of rates on wheat and our 
between Missouri Hiver and At- 
lantic seaboard tends to equalize 
conditions at all points at which 
flour-milling enterprises exist, and 
seems on many grounds to be a 
sound rate policy in that territory. 
Bulte et al vs C & A et al (1123); 
same vs same (1129), 15 I C C Rep, 
351; Feb. 27, 


x 289. 
Missouri River Points to Atlantic Sea- 


board: Held, That circumstances 
and conditions surrounding transpor- 
tation of flour through Chicago from 
Minneapolis to the seaboard are 
substantially dissimilar to cireum- 
stances and conditions surrounding 
traffic through Chicago from Mfs- 
souri River points in that the lower 





Omaha, 


Employe’s Effects: 


Express, Lawful: 


Free Transportation 
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proportional rates from Minneapolis 
to Chicago are the direct result of 
competition of lake-and-rail routes. 
Bulte et al vs C & A et al (1123); 
same .vs same (1129), 15 I C C Rep, 
351; Feb, 27 


.p 289. 
New York (Intrastate). Held, That 


rates from as to points on 
Delaware & Hudson south of Rouses 
Point. to and including Port Henry 
should not exceed eight cents; south 
of Port Henry to and_ including 
Whitehall, 10 cents. Ogdensburg 
Rollers Mills et al vs Rutland et al 
(N. Y. Pub. Serv. Com., 2d district) 
May 22, p 789. 

_Neb., from Other Nebraska 
Milling Points: Held, That rates 
cannot be less than rates on wheat 
from said points to Omaha. Up- 
dike Milling Co vs Union Pac, etc. 
(Neb R R Com); June 26, p 879. 


Phoenix, Ariz., from Belpre, Pawnee 


Rock and Hutchinson, Kan.: Held, 
That rate should not exceed $1.12. 
Valley Flour Mills vs A T & § F 
et al (1527), 16 I C C Rep, 73; April 
24, p 580. . 


FOREST PRODUCTS 
See ‘‘Lumber.”’ 


FORWARDERS, Freight 
See ‘‘Consolidated Carloads.”’ 


FRANKS 
See “Free Transportation” and “Ex- 


press.”’ r 


FREE TRANSPORTATION 
See also ‘“‘Reduced Fares and Rates.”’ 
Car Lighting Company, Employes of: 


The experts of a car lighting com- 
pany employed for observation and 
testing of its lights on trains are 
not entitled to free transportation 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 772. 


Caretakers: Held, That the words 


“and necessary agents employed in 
such transportation’? modify the en- 
tire preceding part of the section, 
and that the necessary caretakers 
of property transported for the 
United States, state or municipal 
governments, or for charitable pur- 
poses or to or from fairs and ex- 
positions for exhibition thereat, may 
legally be carried free or at re- 
duced rates by carriers subject to 
the act, as well as the caretakers 
of destitute and homeless persons 
transported by charitable societies. 
The words “necessary agents’ as 
used in this section are interpreted 
to mean those persons necessary 
to the safe and proper care of the 
property during the period of trans- 
portation, and may not properly be 
extended to cover any persons other 
than those who actually accompany 
such property and are actually nec- 
onere. - its care (Conf Rul); March 
6, D ‘ 


Caretakers of Bees in Hives: Carriers 


may lawfully provide for free trans- 
portation of caretakers of bees in 
hives (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 


Clergy: Held, That there is nothing 


in the law or in the Commission’s 
rulings prohibiting free or reduced 
transportation to ordained clergy- 
men when acting as editors of offi- 
cial church papers, college presidents 
and professors, financial agents for 
religious or charitable institutions, 
including educational institutions 
under church government, engaged 
in Christian, Temperance or Y. M. 
Cc. A. work or brothers of religious 
orders and sisters of charity. In the 
Matter of Passes to Clergymen, etc.; 
15 I C C Rep, 45; Jan. 23, p 91. 

Carrier gave free 
transportation to employe and his 
household effects to point where he 
was to be employed and later dis- 
missed him. Held, That carrier is 
not required to return effects free 
of charge to point from which they 
were first moved (Conf Rul); Feb. 


6, p 160. . 

Held, That a rail- 
Way company may lawfully trans- 
port men and supplies of express 
company without reference to any 
tariff provision, when employed or 
used in business of express com- 
pany upon line of railway itself, and 
in same manner express company 
may lawfully transport ,packages of 
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Free Transportation 





railway company between points 

upon that line of railway without 

reference to its tariff rates. In 

the Matter of Contracts, etc. (1985), 

16 I C C Rep, 246; May 22, p 694. 

Express, Unlawful: Held, That a rail- 
way company may not lawfully 
transport men and supplies of ex- 
press company when employed or 
used in business of that company 
at points not on line of railway, 
and express company may not law- 
fully transport for railway packages 
between points on its route, but not 
on that line of railway. In the 
Matter of Contracts, etc. (1985), 16 
I C C Rep, 246; May 22, p 694. 

Express Companies, Officers and 
Agents of: A carrier may lawfully 
give free or reduced transportation 
to officers and agents and their 
families of express companies, sub- 
ject to Act to Regulate Commerce 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Families of Ex-Employes: Free trans- 
portation may lawfully be granted 
to members of family accompanying 
ex-employe traveling for purpose of 
entering service of common carrier 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Franks Illegal: Held, That express 
companies may not grant free or- 
reduced carriage to property of their 
employes or to employes of rail- 
roads. (U S Supreme Court in Am 
Exp Co vs U §, etc.; five cases—— 
Nos. 405-409, inclusive, October Term, 
1908); March 18, p 385. 

Granted by Other Than Carriers: A 
land company, having no relations 
direct or indirect with a carrier, has 
a lawful right to pay all or any part 
of carrier’s lawful transportation 
charges for such persons as it may 
choose to supply with tickets (Conf 
Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Material and Workmen: Held, That 
free transportation of material and 
workmen for enlargement of plant 
erected to supply the needs of a car- 
rier, but which also supplies com- 
mercial requirements of a commu- 
nity, must be denied (Conf Rul); 
Feb 6, p 161. 

Receiver, Officers and Employes of: 
The officers and employes of a re- 
ceiver of a railroad duly appointed 
by the court occupy same posifion 
under anti-pass provisions of Act 
to Regulate Commerce as do the 
officers and employes of any other 
railroad (Conf Rul): May 29, p 771. 

Telegraph Linemen: Telegraph line- 
men are not entitled to free trans- 
portation except upon line of rail- 
way on which they are actually em- 
ployed, and only when so engaged 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

When Taking Measurements of Em- 

ployes for Uniforms: A carrier re- 

quires that its employes shall wear 
uniforms made from certain pre. 
scribed goods, which are made at 
agreed-upon prices. Held, That free 
transportation may lawfully be ac- 
corded employe of said _ tailoring 
firm to ride over carrier’s lines to 
take measurements and orders of 
its employes, provided that he does 
not in same connection receive any 
orders from or sell any goods to 
persons who are not bona fide em- 
ployes of said carrier (Conf Rul); 
March 6, p 342. 


FREIGHT FORWARDERS 
See “Consolidated Carloads.”’ 


FRUIT, Dried 

Fresno, Cal., to Bozeman and Billings, 
Mont.: Held, That rate on dried 
fruit in boxes should not exceed 
$1.10. Stone-Ordean-Wells Co vs 
Northern Pacific et al (1922); same 
vs same (1923), 16 I C C Rep, 313; 
May 29, p 764. 


FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 

See also specific fruits and vegetables. 

Florida, Rates From: Florida Fruit & 
Vegetable Shippers’ Protective As- 
sociation lodges complaint with In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, al- 
leging that rate adjustment discrim- 
inates against Florida and unduly 
favors competitive producing state 
and foreign countries; June 19, p 
846. 

Track Storage Charges at Pittsburg, 
Pa.: Held, That imposition of higher 
charges at ‘Pennsylvania Lines Prod- 






























































uce Yards at Pittsburg than at other 
points does not constitute undue dis- 
crimination, in view of substantial 
dissimilarity of conditions. 
Produce Co et al vs P R R (1472), 
16 I C C Rep, 116; May 1, p 605. 


FURNITURE 


Indianapolis, Ind., to Arkansas Com- 
mon Points: Held, That rates should 
not exceed those applying from Cin- 
cinnati, O., to same destinations. 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs C C C & St 
L et al (1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; 
May 22, p 697. 

Indianapolis, Ind., to East St. Louis, 
Ilil., on Traffic Destined to Missouri 
River Cities: Held, That rates should 
not exceed the following: 
minimum weight of 20,000 pounds, 
21 cents; minimum not exceeding 
12,000 pounds, 27 cents. 
Bureau vs CCC & St L et al (1042), 
16 I C C Rep, 56; April 24, p 557. 

Indianapolis, Ind., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and East St. Louis, Ill: 
rate should not exceed by more than 
7 cents rate from Chicago, Ill, to 
same destinations. 
reau vs C CC & St L et al (1041), 
15 I C C Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. 


Indianapolis, Ind., to Oklahoma Groups: 


n. . 

from Chicago, Ill., to same destina- 
tions by more than 4 cents; that 
rates to Muskogee should not exceed 
rates from Cincinnati, O. 
Frt Bureau vs CC C & St L et al 


p 697. 


FULTON BILL 
Senate Committee on Interstate Com- 


- sOnableness of that 
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Held, That rates on new furniture, 
o. s., should not exceed rates 
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(1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; May 22, 











merce’ Reports Adversely on: Sen- 
ate Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, Elkins, of West Virginia, 
chairman, reports against passage 
of Fulton bill because: (1) Doubts 
as to its harmony with fifth amend- 
ment to Constitution of United States 
prohibiting the depriving of property 
without due process of law; (2) The 
suspension of a rate advance would 
leave Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion without power to fix a reason- 
able rate in lieu thereof; (3) A de- 
cision, condemning a proposed ad- 
vance would present no subject cog- 
nizable by courts, and thus vitiate 
the court review feature of present 
commerce act; (4) It would place 
a heavy burden on the Commission 
and cause conflict and confusion be- 
tween Commission and courts; (5) 
The operation of amendmestt would 
seriously disturb present interrela- 
tion of rates and interfere with rate 
adjustments; (6) It would offer the 
unscrupulous shipper opportunity to 
practice fraud and_ discrimination 
by protesting advances at last mo- 
ment and securing an unfair ad- 
vantage over his competitor by his 
knowledge that the advance was not 
to. take effect; (7) Would prevent 
reductions as well as advance, and 
thus destroy present flexibility of 
rates. Report presents an analysis 
of a letter from Chairman Knapp 
of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, from which the committee 
quotes the following as being in 
support of its stand against adopt- 
ing the Fulton amendment: **(a) 
To give to the protest of a _ single 
Shipper the effect of preventing the 
advance of any rate until tne rea- 
advance was 
affirmatively determined by. the 
Commission, would establish a hard 
and fast rule of doubtful fairness 
to the railroads and questionable 
advantage to the public. (b) Under 
existing conditions we are of the 
opinion that it would be unwise to 
adopt the arbitrary limitation which 
this bill proposes. (c) If every pro- 
posed advance had to be _ investi- 
gated by the Commission and offi- 
cially sanctioned before it could take 
effect. the number of cases to be 
considered would presumably be so 
great as to render their prompt dis- 
position almost impossible. (d) It is 
further to be observed that the pas- 
sage of such a Dill at this time 
would impose a burden upon the 
Commission, which it should not be 
asked to undertake, (e) In instances 





















of justifiable increase all necessary 
delay resulting from probable vol- 
ume of cases would work injustice 
to the carriers. 
become more stable and the sub- 
stantive operations of the act are 
more completely observed in railway 
tariffs and practices, we entertain 
the belief that a wider latitude of 
discretion on the part of carriers 
than this measure allows should be 
permitted. 
that the practical effect of a pro- 
posed amendment might be to pre- 
vent voluntary reductions of rates 
by the carriers. 
be increased without the approval 
of the Commission after affirmative 
showing by the carrier, it might 
happen that many reductions now 
voluntarily accorded would not be 
made.” Feb. 20, p 271. 


GAINESVILLE, Fla. 


Savannah, Ga., Rates to: Held, That 
rates on sea island cotton ought not 
to exceed rates on same commodity 
from Alachua, Fla., to Savannah, 
via Seaboard Air Line. Fla R R 
Com vs S A L et al (1759), 16 I C 
C Rep, 1; April 17, p 526. 


GASOLINE 


Reno, Pa., to Milton Junction,* Wis.: 
Rate of 33% cents found unreason- 
able to extent that it exceeded com- 
bination of locals 
Wis., viz., 21 cents. 
Works vs C M & St P et al (2071), 
16 I C C Rep, 401; June 26, p 873. 


GEORGIA 
Cotton Rates: 
writes state 
Suggesting that that body reduce 
rates on cotton from interior points 
to Georgia ports. 5 cents; May 1, 
P 614. 

Decisions: 


Back Haul: 


Grain 45 


(f) Until conditions 


(g) It is also suggested 


(h) If no rate could 


on Milwaukee, 
Empire Oil 


Governor Hoke Smith 
railroad commission 


State railroad commission 
denies petition of Atlanta firms to 
reduce rates from’ Savannah and 
Brunswick to Atlanta to rates in op- 
posite direction. (The Port Rate 
Cases); June 26, p 885. 


Port Rates: See ‘‘Decisions.”’ 


GLASS 
Minimum Charge: Held, ‘That charges 


on packages of plate glass weighing 
more than 100 pounds, but which 
can be loaded into ordinary box car, 
should be assessed on basis of ac- 
tual weight of shipment. Bennett 
vs M St P & S S M (1475), 15 1. C 
C Rep, 301; Feb. 20, p 234 


Spokane, Wash.: Held, that rates on 


common window glass, under 68 
inches and all sizes, N. O. S., should 
not exceed following: From St. 
Paul, Minn., 90 cents; from Chicago, 
Tll, $1.05; same carload minimum 
as applies from said points to Seat- 
tle, Wash. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879). 15 I C C 
Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


GLASSES AND JARS, Fruit 
Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 


should not exceed following: From 
St. Paul, Minn., $1; from Chicago, 
Iil., $1.17; carload minimum same as 
from same points of origin to Seat- 
tle, Wash. City of Spokane et al 
vs Nor Pac et al (879). 15 IC C 
Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


GLASSWARE. N O S. 
Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 


should not. exceed following: From 
St. Paul, Minn., $1.20; from Chicago, 
Tll., $1.40: same carload minimum as 
applies from same points of origin 
to Seattle, Wash. City of Spokane 
et al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 
I C C Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


GOVERNMENTS. Foreign 
Rates: 


Held, That reduced-rate trans- 
portation for municipal governments 
permitted under section 22 of Act 
to Regulate Commerce does not 
apply to municipal governments in 
foreign countries adjacent (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 


GRAIN AND GRAIN PRODUCTS 
See also specific grains and grain prod- 


ucts and “Milling-in-Transit.”’ 
Celina, Tex., is located 
28 miles south of Sherman, the junc- 





























































































































































































































LEER IO LEA 





deprivation of property without 
due process of law. 
The terms of the clause are so set 
down as to prevent any escape from 
its provisions by subterfuge; the de- 
fendants are brought clearly within 
the jurisdiction of the act. 
tion is also called to fact that all 
the. defendants are incorporated un- 
der the laws of Pennsylvania, which 
place same restrictions on common 
earriers that clause attacked does. 


Transportation 
That free transportation clause of 
act does not apply to express com- 
(U S Supreme Ct in Am Exp 
five cases—Nos. 
October Term, 
1908); March 13, p 385. 


commission 
following rates on hides: 
8 cents; 50 miles, 11 cents; 75 
13% cents; 
150 miles, 18% cents; and 200 
March 27, p 467. 


HILL, James J. 
Utterances: Writes Hoboken, 
board of trade that return of busi 
is dependent upon 
cessation of anti-railroad legislation. 
Jan 23, p 102. 


HOCKING VALLEY RAILWAY 
‘“‘Combinations.’’ 


HOLBROOK, F. 

Appointment: 
classification 
May 1, p 601 


HOLDING-IN-TRANSIT 

Tariff Authority: 
storing unloading and 
reloading shipments at an interme- 
diate point subject to rebilling and 
reconsignment 
rate is a privilege that must have 
in a tariff to be lawful. 
Folmer & Co vs Gt Nor et al (1595), 
15 I C C Rep. 33; Jan 16, p 60. 


ness prosperity 


That holding, 


proportional 


Prairie Grove, Ark., to East St. Louis 
Held, That rates 
should not exceed rates from Fay- 
to same points. 
ble vs St L & S F et al (1831), 16 
I C C Rep, 186; May 22, 


and Thebes, 
etteville, Ark.. 


HOURS OF SERVICE LAW 
Congress: Senator La Follette 
duces resolution calling upon Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to fur- 
nish data on violations of law by 
carriers, May 29, p 780. 
United States Circuit court 
dismisses suit for injunction brought 
by the Baltimore & Ohio and ten 
other eastern roads against the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission 
enjoin compulsion of monthly reports 
7. violations of law. March 20, p 


wee ewes * 


Ferry Employes: The hours of service 
law does not apply to employes of 
ear ferries 
when owned by 


(Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 


HUNTER, Charles L. 
Appointment: 


railroad com 


Tw VN or w 


Is made vice-chairman 
of the Trunk Line Association 
charge of the passenger department. 
May 29, p 786. 


{CE, Natural 
Gouldsboro and Points Taking Same 
Rates in Pocono Mountains (Pa), on 
Delaware Lackawanna & 
Held, That rates to Jersey City and 
should not exceed 
in box cars, 


Se ee he 


Hoboken, N. J., 
following per net ton: 
65 cents; in ice or refrigerator cars, 
Mountain Ice Co et al vs 
DL & W (1529), 15 I C C Rep, 305; 
Feb 20, p 2538. 
Gouldsboro and Points Taking Same 
Rates in Pocono Mountains (Pa). on 
Lackawanna & Western 
via Manunka 
in Connection with 
Held, That 


to Philadelphia, Pa.. 
h N. J 


Pennsylvania Railroad: 
rates per net ton should not exceed 
in box cars, 
or refrigerator cars, $1.35. 
Ice Co et al vs DL & 
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(1549), 15 I C C C Rep, 305; Feb 
20, p 253. 


Naomi Pines and Other Points Taking 


Same Rates in Pocono Mountains 
(Pa), on Erie to Jersey City, N. J.: 
Held, That rates should not exceed 
following per net ton: in box .cars, 
65 cents; in ice or refrigerator cars, 
75 cents. Mountain Ice Co et al vs 
Erie at al (1632). 15 I C C Rep, 
305; Feb 20, p 253. 


New Jersey and New York Points, via 


New Jersey, to New York Points on 
Long Island Railroad: Held, That 
rates apnlying from Cooper, Ring- 
wood and Charlottesburg, N. J., and 
Sterling Forest, N. Y., to points on 
Long Island Railroad in ew York 
should be 20 cents per ton less than 
rates shown in Erie tariff I C C No 
5591, when ice is transported in or- 
dinary box cars; when in ice or re- 
frigerator cars, rates should not ex- 
ceed by more than 15 cents per net 
ton the rates above. established. 
Mountain Ice Co et al vs Erie et al 
age 15 I C C Rep, 305; Feb 20, 
p % 


New Jersey and Pennsylvania Points 


to points in New York on Long Isl- 
and Railroad: Held, That joint 
rates applying from Boonton, Den- 
ville, Hopatcong, Netcong and Wa- 
terloo, N. J., and Gouldsboro, Toby- 
hanna and Pocono Summit, Pa., 
should be 20 cents less per ton from 
New Jersey points and 30 cents per 
ton less from Pennsylvania points 
to points on Long Island Railroad in 
New York when in ordinary box 
cars than rates shown in DL & W 
tariff I C C No. 4147; when in ice or 
refrigerator cars, the rate should not 
exceed said rates above established 
by more than 15 cents per net ton. 
Mountain Ice Co et al vs DL & 
W et al (1549), 15 I C C Rep, 305; 
Feb 20, p 253. 

Sterling Forest, N. Y., to Jersey City, 
N. J.: Held, That rates per net ton 
should not exceed 50 cents, when in 
box cars, and 55 cents, when in ice 
or refrigerator cars. Mountain Ice 
Co et al vs Erie (1631), 15 I C-C 
Rev, 305; Feb 20, p 253. 

Rate Should be Low: The value of 
natural ice when taken up for trans- 
portation is almost nothing, cars 
load readily to their physical cap- 
acity; to few, if any kinds of busi- 
ness, should lower rates be applied. 
Mountain Ice Co et al vs DL & W 
ee: 15 I C C Rep, 305; Feb 20, 
p 253. 


ICING CHARGES 


See ‘‘Refrigeration.”’ 


IDAHO 


Grain Rates: Shippers along branch 
of Northern Pacific from Cul de Sac 
to Grangeville protest against grain 
rates, alleging that rates unduly fa- 
vor elevators at Walla Walla and 
Colfax. March 6, p 345. 


ILLINOIS 


Boys, Wm. H.: Resignation of Wm. 
H,. Boys, chairman of state board of 
railroad and warehouse commission- 
ers, reported. May 15, p 684. 

Deneen, Chas. .§.; Recommendations 
to Legislature: Recommends that 
carriers file intrastate tariffs with 
state commission under conditions 
analogous to those governing filing 
of interstate tariffs with Interstate 
Commerce Commission; an anti-pass 
law modeled after national act; reg- 
ulation of stock issues of the car- 
riers by state commission; regula- 
tion of express companies, increased 
powers for railroad and warehouse 
commission. Jan 23, p 100. 

Express: State senate passes bill in- 
tion of express companies; increased 
express companies under control of 
state railroad and warehouse com- 
mission and giving that body the 
same power to regulate them that it 
ae A a regulate railroads. May §8, 


p 645. 
Legislation: Bills introduced in leg- 
islature to augment powers of state 
railroad and warehouse commission: 
these measures cover following sub- 
jects: (1) Control of stock issues of 
railroads by commission, printed in 
full; (2) Giving commission control 
over express companies, printed in 
full; (3) Giving commission power 


Interstate 


Courts: 





Indiana 47 


to prescribe maximum joint rates and 
to fix the divisions thereof between 
interested carriers, printed in full; 
(4) Giving commission authority to 
make it compulsory upon carriers 


whose tracks intersect or cross to 
provide for transfer and interchange 


of cars. printed in full; (5) Anti-pass 
law modeled after national statute, 


but containing original provisions as 
‘to immunity of witnesses and col- 


lection of penalties assessable under 
its terms; (6) Regulation of string- 
ing of wires over railroad tracks. 
Feb 20, p 281. 


Report, Annual: Report of state rail- 


road and warehouse commission 
shows big increases in passenger 
traffic under two cent fare law; cer- 
tain abnormal increases accounted 
for by change in carriers’ methods 
of reporting intrastate traffic. April 


Ss, Zz, 489. 

—Report shows increase in freight 
tonnage, decrease in average distance 
hauled, decrease in amount received 
per ton, but increase in freight earn- 
ings per mile; decrease in dividends 
paid; increase in trackage, decrease 
in average railway capital per mile, 
decrease in gross earnings; various 
tables from advance report given in 
full. April 10, p 501. 


Williard, Daniel, Vice-President, Chi- 


cago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road: Addresses senate committee 
on railroads, of state legislature on 
certain bills pending and urges that 
they be not passed, asserting that 
they would place $210,000 annual ex- 
pone on his road alone. March 20, 
p 442. 


ILLINOIS GLASS CO 
See “Courts, Federal’ and. “Rebates.” 


ILLINOIS MANUFACTURERS’ 


ASSO- 


Commerce Commission, 
Composition of Membership: Asso- 
ciation asks that President Taft ap- 
point a man actively identified with 
shinping interests of country as a 
member of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. April 17, p 546. 


CIATION 


ILLINOIS TERMINAL RAILWAY CO 
See ‘‘Courts, Federal’ ~ “‘Rebates.”’ 


INDIANA ° 
Bloomington: Switching and car in- 


terchange at——. See ‘Decisions, 
Bloomington Coal Co et al vs C I 
& L et al, post. 


Courts: Noble C. Butler, federal spe- 


cial master in chancery, returns 
finding in favor of Vandalia Rail- 
road in investigation of charge made 
that freight rate schedule promul- 
gated by state commission would not 
pay carrier operating expenses; holds 
that schedule would deprive carrier 
of property without due process of 
law. March 20, p 445. 


Courts: Federal court, on motion of 


state railroad commission, dismisses 
petition for an _ injunction against 
the Lake Erie & Western and the 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. 
Louis for refusing to interchange 
freight with Chicago, Cincinnati & 
Louisville at Muncie. Feb 20, p 270. 
State Supreme court uphoids 
validity of act creating railroad com- 
mission, overruling contention that 
statute deprives carriers of due pro- 
cess and of equal protection of the 
laws; holds that act is not repug- 
nant to state and federal constitu- 
tions; judgment of Lawrence Circuit 
court ordering Southern Indiana and 
Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern rail- 
roads to comply with mandate of 
state railroad commission fixing rate 
on coal from Linton to Lehman af- 
Srenes: decision in full. April 17, p. 
547. 


Decisions: State railroad commission 


in Bloomington Coal Co et al vs C 
& L et al orders Chicago, Indianap- 
olis & Louisville to handle all com- 
modities between industries located 
on its switch and team tracks and its 
junction with Bloomington for switch- 
ing charge of $3 per car; carrier an- 
nounces that it will contest order in 
state courts. June 12, p 827 


Decisions: Rates on coal from the 


Brazil-Linton districts to South 
Bend reduced from 90 and 95 cents 
to 80 and 85 cents per ton; from 
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Report, Annual: 


Interstate 


Freight Association territory to Cen- 
tral Freight Association territory and 
Trunk Line territory; cast-iron pipe, 
25 cents-per ton from foundry points 
in Southeastern Freight Association 
to Central Freight Association and 
Trunk Line territory; iron and steel 
articles, advances made in Official 
Classification territory by withdrawal 
of commodity and the substitution 
therefor of class rates; lumber, com- 
modity rates withdrawn and class 
rates substituted from Chicago and 
basing points to Trunk Line terri- 
tory; grain and grain products, 2- 
cent advance from Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi River crossings to Southeast- 
ern Freight Association territory, 
same advance from Chicago to New 
York, Missouri River to Mississ- 
sippi River crossings and Chicago 
advanced 1% cents; packing house 
products, increase of 3 cents from 
Ohio and Mississippi River crossings 
to Southeastern Freight Association 
territory; sugar. advance of 2 cents 
from New York to New Orleans and 
from Trunk Line points to Central 
Freight Association points and _ to 
Chicago and St. Paul and to points 
in northwest, rates to which are 
made in relation to Chicago and St. 
Paul rates; to Texas points, rates 
from Kansas City and St. Louis 
and points basing thereon to Texas 
points advanced in sums ranging 
from 4 cents to 10 on classes and 
commodities; transcontinental, east- 
bound and westbound rates advanced 
from 3 to 60 per cent—heaviest in- 
crease being in eastbound schedules; 
classifications, many advances made 
by changes in classifications; ex- 
press, increases ranging from 10 to 
25 cents in New England territory; 
passenger fares, general tendency 
downward, due to lowering of in- 
Nesta rates by legislation. Feb. 6, 
Dp ° 


Commission trans- 
mits 22d annual to Congress; states 
that despite decrease in railroad 
earnings incident to panic, as a 
whole the carriers’ returns showed up 
well; comments on Supreme court 
verdict in Harriman vs I C C, and 
asks that appropriate’ action be 
taken by Congress to enable Com- 
mission to continue investigations of 
finaneial end of roads unhampered: 
calls attention to fact that prior to 
July 1, 1908, but one suit had been 
instituted to set aside an order of 
the Commission. and that. since 
that date, 16; asks for power to re- 
strain rate advance pending investi- 
gation of its reasonableness; general 
resume of work of Commission for 
the vear.. Jan. 16, p 47. 


Sleeping Car Companies: Posting of 


tariffs; Commission allows optional 
modification of section 6 of the Act, 
with regard to the posting sleeping 
car company’s tariffs. Such com- 
panies may, subject to cancelation 
of privilege if abused, keep at each 
station ,only such tariffs as apply 
to that station; agent shall also fur- 
nish written quotations of rates not 
in tariffs on file at his station, or 
such information may be promptly 
given by some official designated for 
that purpose. A complete index of 
tariff issues of the company shall 
be kept at each station; a complete 
file of all the tariffs shall be main- 
tained at at least one point reached 
by company’s lines and each station 
shall contain notices of location of 
said file. Jan, 23, p 88. 


Tariff Regulations: After June 1, 
1909, Commission declines to rec- 
ognize as lawful any tariff which 
does not show each and every car- 
rier concurring therein undera law- 
ful power of attorney or concur- 
rence filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations. In the 
Matter of Concurrences in Tariffs; 
March 20, p 440. 


Tariffs, Posting of: Commission issues 
order permitting an extension of time 
to carriers to complete their public 
tariff files, to enable them to ob- 
tain issues from other carriers in 
which they have concurred and to 
renew their supply of exhausted edi- 
tions. Application for such time 
extension must be made to Com- 
mission prior to Feb: 15; limit of ex- 
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tension, July 1, 1909; Jan. 23, p 88. 


verses former opinion and _ holds 
that, when freight originating with- 
out state is rebilled from one town 
within state to another within state, 
state distance tariff shall govern 
movement from rebilling point to 
destination; Jan. 9, p 27. 


IRON BARS 


East Chicago, Ind., to Moline, Il: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
5 cents. Interstate Iron & Steel Co 
ve C HZ & & PP Gy, 16 1¢ ¢ 
Rep, 277; Feb. 20, p 246. 


IRON, Pig 


Rate Advance: Increase of 25 cents 
per ton from _ furnace points in 
Southeastern Freight Association 
territory to Central Freight Asso- 
ciation points (I C C Report to 
House of Representatives); Feb. 6, 
p 157. 


IRON ORE 


See ‘“Pyrites Cinders.’’ 


IRON PYRITES 


See “‘Pyrites, Iron.”’ 


IRON, Scrap 


Douglas, Ariz., to El Paso, Tex.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
$3.50 per net ton; carload minimum, 
50,000 pounds. Darbyshire-Harvie 
Tron & Machine Co vs El Paso & 


®* Ss W (1938), 15 I C C Rep, 4651; 


March 13, p 374. 


IRON AND STEEL ARTICLES 


Indianapolis, Ind., to Oklohoma 
Groups: Held, That rates should 
not exceed rates from Chicago, IIl., 
to same destinations by more than 
4 cents; that rates to Muskogee 
should not exceed rates from Cin- 
cinnati, O. Indpls Frt Bureau vs C 
cc & St L et al (1044), 16 ICC 
Rep, 254; May 22, p_ 697. 

Indianapolis, Ind., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and East St. Louis, Ill.: Held, That 
rates should not exceed by more 
than 2% cents rates on the com- 
modities to same destinations from 
Chicago, Ill. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
ccc & St L et al (1041), 15 I 

- @ C Rep. 504; March 20, p 402. 

Rate Advance: Commodity rates 
withdrawn and class rates substi- 
tuted therefor in Official Classifica- 
tion territory. (I C C Report to 
House of Representatives); Feb. 6, 
157. 


JACKETS 


See ‘Textiles.”’ 


JACKSON, Richard A. 


Appointment: Elected president of the 
Rock Island Company, vice Robert 
Mather. April 10, p 500. 


JEWELERS’ SWEEPINGS 


Classification, Western: Complaint 
was filed alleging that no provision 
was made for this commodity. 
After hearing, following was agreed 
upon and case dismissed: ‘West- 
ern Classification No 45, I C C No 
3, effective Nov. 1, 1908, jewelers 
sweepings and tailings in water- 
tight barrels, value not exceeding 
$50 per barrel, and so declared by 
shipper on shipping ticket or pill of 
lading at first class; value exceed- 
ing $50 and not exceeding $200 per 
barrel. and so declared by _ shipper 
on shipping ticket or bill of lading, 
at double first class; value exceed- 
ing $200 per barrel, or value not 
stated, not taken.” Rentz Bros, 
Inc, vs C B & Q et al (1434,), 15 
I C C Rep, 7; Jan. 16, p 58. 


JONES, J. M. 


Appointment: Made chief of newly 
created Bureau of Tariffs of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. April 
10, p 500. 


JUNK 


Canvas, Old, Worn-Out: Held, That 
rates on old, worn-out canvas be- 
tween Worcester, Mass., and Chi- 
cago, Ill., should not exceed those 
on junk. Channon vs L 8 & M § 


et al (1946), 15 I C C Rep, 561; 
March 20, p 437. 


OWA : 
Rebilling Rates: State commission re- | JURISDICTION 


Claims: Held, That the Commission 
has authority to award damages in 
case where carrier collects greater 
sum than is fixed by its published 
tariffs. Laning-Harris Coal & Grain 
Co vs St L & S F (1653), 15 IC C 
Rep, 37; Jan. 16, p 59. 

Claims: It seems fairly certain that 
in cases of the exaction of a rate 
higher than the published tariff the 
shipper may bring his suit in court 
in the first instance, but the Act 
also appears to give the Commis- 
Sion and the courts concurrent juris- 
diction in this respect. Laning-Har- 
ris Coal & Grain Co vs St L& 8S F 
(1653), 15 I C C Rep, 37; Jan. 16, 


p 59. 

Claims: Held, That inasmuch as Com- 
mission is without authority to ad- 
judicate claim of railroad company 
against shipper, it cannot consider 
counter claim of carrier in adjust- 
ing complaint for reparation filed by 
shippér. Laning-Harris Coal & 
Grain Co vs St L & S F (1653), 15 
I C C Rep, 37; Jan. 16, p 59. 

Claims: Damages may be awarded by 
the Commission only for a _ viola- 
tion of some provision of the act to 
regulate commerce. The prompt and 
safe carriage of goods is an obli- 
gation enforced upon carriers by 
common law and not by the com- 
merce act. Blume vs Wells, Fargo 
& Co (1636), 15 I C C Rep, 53; Jan. 
30, p 187. 

Claims, Disposition of: Upon inquiry 
whether carrier might lawfully . off- 
set an overcharge against an under- 
charge: Held, That Commission has 
no authority to control disposition of 
overcharge so long as amount is 
passed by carrier to credit of shipper 
(Conf Rul); March 6, p 342). 

Damages: Held, That damages arising 
from delayed notice of arrival of 
shipment at destination are not due 
to any violation of the Act to Regu- 
late Commerce, and therefore are not 
cognizable by Commission (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 

Damages: The Commission has juris- 
diction, without regard to the 
amount in controversy, to award 
damages whenever they arise under 
the Act, excepting in those cases 
where the Act itself names another 
forum. Washer Grain Co vs Mo Pac 
(1205), 15 I C C Rep, 147; Feb. 6, D 
162. 

Discrimination, Cases Involving: The 
Commission has ——— jurisdic- 
tion in matters of unjust discrim- 
ination, undue or unreasonablé pref- 
erence or advantage, unreasonable 
prejudice or disadvantage. Washer 
Grain Co vs Mo Pac (1205), 15 
I C C Rep, 147; Feb. 6, p 162. 

Diversion, Damages Arising from: 
The Commission has jurisdiction to 
award damages for diversion of 
shipments where initial carrier di- 
verts shipments to connection not 
party to joint rate under which 
traffic is moving and higher freight 
charges result therefrom. Woodward 
& Dickerson vs L & N et al (1726), 
15 I C C Rep, 170; Feb. 13, p 194. 

Ferries, Municipal: A municipal ferry 
when participating in transporta- 
tion defined in Act to Regulate 
Commerce is subject to that statute. 
(Conf Rul) May 29, p 771. 

Inter-Port Movements on Inland 
Hauls: Traffic moving by rail from 
an inland point to a port and 
thence by water to another port, or 
moving by water from one port to 
another and thence by rail to an 
inland point, and which does not 
pass into the possession or custody 
of the owner or his agent at the 
port, is, when interstate traffic, sub- 
ject to the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce and the jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 
(Conf Rul) May 29, p 771. 

Milling-in-Transit: Irrespective of the 
power .of the Commission to direct 
a carrier to grant a transit privi- 
lege, there can be no question of 
the authority of Commission to di- 
rect. removal of an unjust discrimi- 
nation which arises from granting 
of such privilege to one commodity 
or shipper and refusing to accord 
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same to competitive shipper or sim- 
ilar commodity. Douglas & Co vs 
CRI & P et al (1828), 144 I C C 
Rep, 232; May 22, p 689 


Orders of Commission: The voluntary 


reduction, subsequent to filing of 
complaint, but prior to entering of 
order of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, of a rate to a figure held 
reasonable ‘by that body does not 
deprive Commission of authority to 
prescribe how long said rate shall 
remain in effect. C M & St P vs 
E..6:C,:,C C-A,. 2th .circutt.” April 
24, p 595. 


Rates, Competitive: The Commission 


eannot order a reduction in a rate 
to meet market competition, as rail- 
roads are authorized to meet or not 
to meet competition as to them 
seems best to their interest. La 
Salle Paper Co vs Mich Cent et 
al (1565), 16 I C C Rep, 149; May 
15, p 674. 


State .Control over Traffic: Held, by 


United States Supreme court, that 
when a common carrier refused to 
perform certain duties as such they 
might be enforced by mandamus or 
other suitable remedy and no legis- 
lative enactment is necessary to 
compel it; that the authority of the 
state to regulate intrastate com- 
merce had not been disturbed by the 
Act to Regulate Commerce. Mis- 
souri Pacific Railroad vs Larabee 
Flour Mills Co. Jan. 23, p 105 


Switching; State vs Interstate: A car 


of coal transported from Gallup, 
N. M., to El Paso, Tex., by one 
earrier, and delivered by that car- 
rier to a second carrier for delivery 
to warehouse of consignee located 
upon the tracks of such second car- 
rier in El Paso, is interstate traffic, 
even though the first carrier col- 
lects only its transportation charge 
to El Paso and the second carrier 
collects and retains all of the 
switching charge at El Paso. West 
Texas Fuel Co vs Tex & Pac et 
al (1637), 15 I C C Rep, 443; March 
13, p 365. 

Water Carriers: Carriers of inter- 
state commerce by water are sub- 
ject to Act to Regulate Commerce 
only in respect of traffic transported 
under common control, management 
or arrangément with rail carrier, 
and in respect of traffic not so 
transported they are exempt from 
‘its provisions. In the Matter of 
Jurisdiction over Water Carriers 
ee 15 I C C Rep, 205; Feb. 13, 
p 185. , 


Where Commission Has Primary: The 


Commission has primary jurisdiction 
generally whenever it may order 
earrier to cease and desist from 
violations of Act. Washer Grain Co 
vs Mo Pac (1205), 15 I C C Rep, 
147: Feb. 6, p 162. 


KANSAS 
Chatts and Crushed Stone: State com- 


mission authorizes rate of two cents 
on chatts from Pittsburg to Leaven- 
worth -via Missouri Pacific; same 
rate made to apply on _ crushed 
stone from Atchison to Leavenworth. 
Jan. 2, p 6. 

Differentials: State railroad commis- 
sion - grants Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe permission to put in new set of 
differential rates to enable jobbers 
in Lawrence, Ottawa and Fort Scott 
to compete with Topeka in south- 
eastern portions of state on more 
equitable basis; June 26, p 885 


Legislation: Governor Stubbs recom- 


mends the enactment of a public 
utilities law modeled after similar 
statutes in New York and Wiscon- 
sin. Jan. 16. p 68. 
Live Stock: State railroad commis- 
sion isSues letter to interested car- 
riers asking them to give yardmas- 
ters instructions to take action in 
assisting in bringing about more 
prompt handling of live stock ship- 
ments at Kansas City stock yards. 
May 8 nv 644. 
Maximum Rates: State railroad com- 
mission rescinds maximum freight 
rate schedule which had been the 
ga f3 considerable litigation; June 
, P ; 
Passenger Fares: Senate committee 
on railroads reports two-cent pas- 
rig +4 fare bill adversely. March 13, 
Pp . 





Investigation of: 
resentative White introduces resolu- 
tion in Kansas legislature authoriz- 

commission 
investigation 
freight rates paid by Kansans as 
compared with rates in other sec- 
data thus 
gathered to be made basis of suit 


State Rep- 

Arkansas Common Points, 
Held, That rates on wire and wire 

. products should not be higher than 
or different from those applying to 
the transportation of the same com- 
modities from Chicago territory to 
same destinations. 
Wire Co vs C RI & P et al (1871), 
16 I C C Rep, 155; May 15, p 622. 


Kokomo Steel & 


er Commission. Feb. 27, p 


and Bonds: 
commission approves issue of $220,- 
000 first mortgage bonds by the Rock 
Island to retire a 
equipment trust bonds of the Choc- 
taw, Oklahoma & Gulf (now a part 
of the Rock Island system); 
proves issue of $73,000,000 common 
stock of the Santa Fe to retire 4 
and ‘ee cent gold bonds. 


Rule 7-C of Official Classi- 
fication provided that articles 
long to be loaded 
foot car through side door thereof 
should be charged at actual weight 
and class rate for each shipment to 
One consignee, with minimum charge 
of 4,000 pounds at first-class rates. 
Held, That defendants should mod- 
ify this rule- with respect to loading 
of long ladders so as to provide for 
shipment of one dozen 
actual weight by fixing minimum at 
eae Freight 


in standard 36- 
like amount of 


LELAND, F 
Valuation of Roads: Station Li: 


State legislature 
passes bill 


setting forth data that 
earriers mst furnish railroad com- 
mission to. assist it in determining 

valuation of Kansas rail- 
March 27, p 465. 


KANSAS CITY, MEXICO & ORIENT 


1,800 pounds. 
Bureau vs C C C & 
(1045), 15 I C C Rep, 370; March 6, LETTER CC 
Pp Classificati« 
Indianapolis, 
and East St. Louis, IIl.: 
rate should not exceed by more than 
four cents rate from Chicago, 
to same _ destinations. 
Freight Bureau vs C C C & St L 


March 2, p 402 


Announces completion of 
“line from Wichita, Kan., 
water, Tex. 68 


Indianapolis 


KELLAND, George H. 

Appointment: F. Ss. Hol- 
brook as one of the representatives 
Classification territory 
on committee on uniform classifica- 


May 15, p 685. 


KEELEY, Edward S. 
Appointment: 


LANE, Franklin 
merce Commissioner. 


from Official Witeuanaans 


Asks for co-operation in 
framing uniform code of demurrage 
June 12, p 815. 


Elected fourth vice- 
president of the Chicago, Milwaukee 
age, 48; born at Peru, 
with Rock 
then St Louis Southeastern; 
in office of division freight 
agent of St. 
freight agent at Milwaukee, 
1891, assistant general freight 


freight traffic 
April 24, p 593. 


Beecher Lake, Wis., 

Held, That rate should not exceed 
contemporaneously 
from Pembine, Wis., 
same commodity. 
& St P (2152), 
April 24, p 576. 


White or Red 


to Chicago, IIl.: 


to Chicago on 
Neufeld vs C 


16 I C C Rep, LIME ROCK 


freight agent; 


LEGISLATION, National : LIME AND 
For activities of state legislatures see 


under the various state headings. 


KENTUCKY 

Complaints: Ashland Leather Co files 
petition with state railroad commis- 
sion alleging rate of 34 cents on 
leather from Ashland to Frankfort 
to be unreasonable per se and to 
exceed rate from Ashland to Louis- 
ville, a more distant point on same 


plans to urge congressional action 
on his bill prohibiting express com- 
panies from buying, 
dling on consignment, either on their 
own account or for another on com- 
any article not necessary 
to the conduct of their business. 


4. 

See “Fulton Bill.” 
Representative Hayes 
introduces amendment legal- 

izing exchange of advertising for 

transportation. 
Hepburn Act: 


selling or han- 


Steam railroads must de- 


LINEMEN, ° 
liver and receive cars to and from 


Fulton Bill: 


Traction Co vs Queen Hepburn Act: 


Feb. 20, p 
Loading Rule: 


LINNDALE, 


Pennsylvania Railroad to force latter 
7. load carload freight. 


Local Option Law: 
court holds 


Bills are introduced by 
Senator Bailey and Representative 
Wagner amending commodities clause 
so as to prohibit stock ownership by 
a railroad in any other business cor- 
May 15, p 662. 
Legal Department for Interstate Com- 
merce Commission: 


United States Su- 

law prohibiting 
shipment of liquor to one known to 
when such _ship- 
ment is interstate commerce, to be 
May 29, p 785. 


KITCHEN SAFES 


Representative 
introduces bill 
House authorizing creation of legal 
department to Commission. 


Association, New York 


KINDEL CASE 


See also “Class Rates,’ “Courts, Fed- anti-railroad legislation. 
Western roads file bill 
complaint in United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals, 


National Industrial Traffic League rep- 
resentatives call on President Taft 
to urge passage of laws giving In- 
terstate Commission right to sus- 
pend rate advance; 
to control routing; 

responsibie for 

May 22, p 749. 


northern district 
eastern division, 
that order of Interstate Commerce 
Commission be enjoined on grounds 
Commission 
that its order is violative 
of federal constitution in that it de- 
prives complainants -of their property 
without due process of 
the intent of the order is to destroy 


and law making 


rate quotations. 

—See “Townsend Bills,’’ post. 
Steamships, 
introduces bill for establish- 
ment of federal steamship line along 
Pacific Coast; similar bill introduced 
in house by Representative McLach- 
April 10, p 515. 

House of Representa- 
tives passes Stevens bill, 
membership of Interstate Commerce 
Commission from seven to nine. 


that the. Commission’s rates 
are discriminatory and that to obey 
would work havoc 


Stevens Bill: 
commercial 


long-established 


tions that have built up the pros- 
perity of the middle west on the 
present basing system. 
Case still pending. 


May 22, p 
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_Legislation 





ments to Act to Regulate Commerce 
introduced by: Representative Charles 
E. Townsend (Mich.). Bill H R 
22901 gives Interstate Commerce 
Commission discretionary power to 
suspend rate advance pending an in- 
vestigation to determine its reason- 
ableness; H R 22902 gives the ship- 
per right to control intermediate 
routing of freight; H R 22903 makes 
a carrier responsible for the er- 
roneous rate quotations of its agents, 
reparation to be made at order of 
the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, and carrier, where a lower 
rate than legal one is given, to 
be fined an amount equal to entire 
earnings on traffic carried at lower 
rate. Jan, 23, p 97. 


LELAND, F. A., Chairman, Southwest- 
ern Tariff Committee, etc. 

Station Lists: 
of Open and Prepay Stations;’’ re- 
view of same. May 15, p 685. : 

‘ 
LETTER COPIERS, ‘Rapid Roller’ 

Classification, "Western: Held, That 
present classification, viz., one and 
one-half times first class, is not un- 
just or discriminatory. Yawman & 
Erbe Mfg Co vs A T & S F et al 
(927), 15 I C C Rep, 260; Feb. -20, 
p 232. 


LETTUCE ’ 

See also “Fruits and Vegetables.’’ 

St. Andrews, S. C., to New York, 
N. Y¥.: Held, That rate of 48 cents 
per half barrel is not unreasonable. 
Voorhees vs A C L et al (1822), 16 
I C C Rep, 45; April 24, p 573. 


LIME 

Omaha and Florence, Neb., between: 
Held, That rafe should not exceed 
1% cents; minimum charge, $6 per 
car. Katz et al vs C St P M & O. 
(Neb R R Com) June 12, p 828. 


LIME ROCK 
B 


& M Siding, Montana, to Great 
Falls, Mont.: State railroad commis- 
sion reduces rate from 60 to 45 
cents, May 1, p 614. 

LIME AND LIMESTONE 
Martinsburg, Va.: Held, That 


rates from Martinsburg to consum- 
ing points should not exceed rates 
via defendants’ lines to same desti- 
nations from Bunker Hill, W. Va. 
Standard Lime & Stone Co et al 
vs Cumb V et al (1650), 15 I C C 
Rep, 620; April 17, p 527. 


LINEMEN, Telegraph 
See “Telegraph Linemen.’’ 


LINNDALE, O. 

Cleveland Rates Should Apply: Owing 
to its proximity to Cleveland, O., 
Linndale should take same rate on 
iron pyrites from New York as ap- 
plies to Cleveland. American Agri- 
cultural Chemical Co vs Erie et al 
(1980), 16 I C C Rep, 320; May 29, 


p 766. 

LIQUORS 

Alabama: City court, Montgomery, 
Ala., holds state law against ship- 


ment of liquors into prohibition ter- 
ritory unconstitutional because of 
technicality. Capitol Brewing Co vs 
L & N Feb. 6, p 179. 

Cc. O. D. Express Shipments: Held, 
That refusal of express companies 
to handle shipments of intoxicating 
liquors C. O. D. is not, in view of 
practical difficulties attending car- 
riage of this traffic in that manner, 
undue discrimination against those 
commodities and therefore not in 
violation of .Act to Regulate Com- 
merce. Royal Brewing Co vs Adams 
Express et al (1504), 15 I C C Rep, 
255; Feb. 20, p 225. 

Kentucky: United States Supreme 
court holds state local option law 
prohibiting the shipment of liquor to 
one known to be an inebriate, when 
such shipment is ‘interstate com- 
merce, to be void. May 29, p 785. 

Oklahoma: State Supreme court holds 
that state does not obtain jurisdic- 
tion over an interstate shipment un- 
til it has been delivered to home of 
consignee, and then only when it is 

discovered that intoxicants are be- 


Reissues “Official List | 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


ing used for an unlawful. purpose. 
April 10, p 498. . 


LOADING 

Charges Must Have Tariff Authority: 
In the absence of specific tariff pro- 
vision no additional charges may be 
lawfully assessed to cover loading 
service performed by’ carriers. Voor- 
hees vs A C L et al (1652), 16 
I C C Rep, 42; April 24, p 572. 

Ladders: Rule 7-C of the Official 
Classification provided that articles 
too long to be loaded in standard 
36-foot car through side door 
thereof should be charged at actual 
weight and class rate for each ship- 
ment to one consignee, with minimum 
charge of 4,000 pounds at first-class 
rates. Held, That defendants should 
modify this rule with respect to 
loading of long ladders so as to pro- 
vide for shipment of one dozen lad- 
ders at actual weight by fixing 
minimum at 1,800 pounds. Indianap- 
olis Freight Bureau vs © C C & St 
L et al (1045), 15 I C C Rep, 370; 
March 6, p 338. 

“Two for One’? Rule: Held, That ap- 
plication of rule permitting use of 
two cars at highest minimum weight 
and lowest rate provided for one car 
to accommodate shipments of light 
and bulky articles at Chicago, while 
same is denied Indianapolis, dis- 
criminates against latter city; that a 
rule similar in substance, but so 
modified and restricted as to prevent 
its improper manipulation should be 
extended to Indianapolis or a read- 
justment of minimum weights of 
articles taking this rule to conforia 
approximately to actual 1pading ca- 
pacity of cars be made. Indianapo- 
lis Freight Bureau vs CC C & StL 
et al (1041), 15 I C C Rep, 504; 
March 20, p. 402. 

—Held, That this rule, so modified 
as to prevent improper manipula- 
tion, should be extended to Indian- 


apolis, Ind., on furniture, chairs, 
ladders and vehicles destined to 
points in Texas, Arkansas, Okla- 
homa and Louisiana. Indianapolis 


Freight Bureau vs C C C & St L et 
al (1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; May 
22, p- 697. é' 


LOADING CARLOAD FREIGHT 

Courts: M. Sabel & Sons of Louis- 
ville, Ky., institute suit to compel 
Pennsylvania Railroad to load car- 
load freight. Jan. 23, p 103. 


LOCATION 


Natural Disadvantages: Carriers are 
not required by law, and could not 
in justice be required, to equalize 
natural disadvantages, such as loca- 
tion, cost of production and the like. 
Black Mountain Coal Land Co et al 
vs Sou Ry et al (1881), 15 ICC 
Rep, 286; Feb. 20, p 262. 

Through Routes: A shipper is not en- 
titled to through routes merely be- 
cause he may not be as conven- 
iently served by one railroad as by 
another. Enterprise Fuel Co vs P 
R R et al (1587), 16 I C C Rep, 219; 
May 22, p 736. ; 


LOGS 

See also ‘‘Lumber.’’ 

Louisville, Ky., from Tennessee 
Points: Held, That rates from Dy- 
ersburg, Henecks, Menglewood and 
Richwood should not exceed 8% 
cents; from Troy, Tenn., to Louis- 
ville, 8 cents. New Albany Box & 
Basket Co vs Ill Cent (2148), 16 
I C C Rep, 315; May 29, p 768. 

LOUISIANA 


Classification, Western: State railroad 
commission prescribes use of clas- 
sification No 45 in intrastate traffic. 
March 20, p 444. 

Complaints: Lake Charles Board of 
Trade files complaint with state 
railroad commission alleging discrim- 
ination by Kansas City Southern 
railway in favor of Shreveport. 
March 27, p 470. 

Oil Rates: State railroad commission 
orders reductions approximating 25 
per cent in intrastate rates on oil in 
less-than-carload lots. March 13, p 
388. 

Rate Govérning: State commission is- 

sues ruling that lowest rate, whether 





Lumber Al 





class or commodity, shall govern on 
ret shipments. March 20, p 

Rules, Conflicting: State commission 
issues ruling that where there is 
any conflict between any rule or 
rate adopted by the board and any 
intrastate tariff or classification hav- 
ing its approval, formal opinion of 
board will govern. March 20, p 444. 

Texas Rates: Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral Pleasants declares that New 
Orleans, Lake Charles and Shreve- 
port must unite in epposing the ac- 
tions of the Texas railroad commis- 
sion, which is alleged to force intra- 
state rates so low that Louisiana 
jobbers are seriously handicapped in 
carrying on business in that state. 
March 27, p 470. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: State rail- 
road .commission adopts use of uni- 
form bills. on intrastate business. 
April 10, p 510. ‘ 


LOVE, J. C. ‘ 
Appointment: Is made assistant gen- 
eral freight agent of Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul, vice E. C, .Net- 
tels, resigned. May 29, p 768. 


2 
LUMBER 
See also specific commodities, e g, 
**Posts,”” ‘“‘Laths,’’ etc. 


Arkansas and Northern Louisiana to 
Cairo, Ill.: Held, That rate of 16 
cents is not unreasonable. Chicago 
Lumber & Coal Co et al vs Tioga, 
S. E., et al (1488), 16 I C C Rep, 
323; June 5, p 789. 

Central Yellow Pine Association Case: 
Reparations arising from; see ‘“Deci- 
sions—Joice vs Ill Cent et al.’ 

Courts, Federal: Interstate Commerce 
Commission files answer in United 
States Circuit court at St. Paul, 
Minn., to suit of Northern Pacific 
et al vs I C C, attacking orders in 
Pacific Coast Lumber Manufactur- 
ers’ Association et al vs Nor Pac et 
al, and Southwestern Washington 
Lumber Manufacturers’ Association 
et al vs same, in which reductions 
of 5 cents per 100 pounds in lumber 
rates were ordered and which car- 
riers prayed court to set aside. 
Answer denies that rates prescribed 
by Commission are unjust or un- 
reasonable within meaning of fifth 
amendment to constitution, or that 
Commission was without constitu- 
tional authority to enter orders com- 
plained of. Jan. 2. p 3. 

Courts, Federal: United States Judge 
Hunt, District court of Montana, dis- 
misses complaint of Kalispell Lumber 
Co et al asking that Great Northern 
be restrained from filing higher rates 
On lumber on the ground that court 
lacks jurisdiction. April 10, p 514. 

Davenport, Ia., from Baden and Kirk- 
patrick, Miss.: Held, That rates on 
cypress lumber should not exceed 
rates to Davenport from Tutwiler 
and Drew, Miss., respectively. Dav- 
enport Commercial Club vs Yazoo & 


M- V et al (1838), 16 I C C Rep, 
209, May 22, 719. 

Kalispell District to North Dakota 
Points: Held, That rates on lumber 


and other forest products from sta- 
tions on Great Northern, Leonia, 
Ida., to Rexford, Mont., inclusive, to 
points on same line located on Pem- 
bina-Port Arthur line as defined in 
Potlatch Lumber Co vs Nor Pac 
et al (14 I GC C Rep, 41) and west 
thereof to and including Buford, 
N. D., should be at least two cents 
under rates from points of origin 
west of Leonia and within Spokane 
group as defined in said Potlatch 
case to points on said Pembina- 
Port Arthur line and be graded up- 
wardly to at least four cents under 
the Spokane group rates at Buford, 
N. D.; that rates from Montana sta- 
tions on aforesaid line east of Rex- 
ford, Mont., to said Pembina, Port 
Arthur line should be at least three 
cents under rates from Spokane 
group points, and graded up west- 
wardly to at least five cents under 
Spokane group rates at Buford; that 
Great Northern and Minneapolis, St 
Paul & Sault Ste Marie establish 
joint rates and through routes from 
points on the Great Northern, Leo- 
nia, Ida., and stations in Montana 
east thereof via Minot, N. D., to, 
points in North Dakota on the Min- 
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Lumber 
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Mississippi 


Missoula 


neapolis, St Paul & Sault Ste Marie 
between Minot and Hankinson and 
Hankinson and Drake, said rates to 
be in harmony with those prescribed 
from same points of origin to points 
in North Dakota on the Great North- 
ern. Kalispell Lumber Co et al vs Gt 
Nor et al (1365), 16 I C C Rep, 164; 
May 15, p 666. 

River Territories: 
stantial dissimilarity 
tion conditions exists in producing 
territories east and west of Mis- 
sissippi River. Chicago Lumber & 
Coal Co et al vs Tioga, be E., et 
al (1438), 16 I C C Rep, 323; June 
5, p 789. 


Sub- 
in’ transporta- 


District to 
Arthur Line: 


Pembina-Port 
Held, That Northern 
Pacific and Chicago; Burlington & 
Quincy should establish differential 
rates on lumber and other forest 
products from lumber-producing 
points on Northern Pacific between 
Evaro and Huson, Mont., on the 
west, and Garrison, Mont., on the 
east, inclusive, and also including 
points on branch lines intersecting 
main line at points intermediate 
Huson to Garrison, to points’ on 
Pembina-Port Arthur line as defined 
in Potlatch Lumber Co et al vs Nor 
Pac et al (14 I C C Rep, 41) and 
west thereof to and including Me- 
dora on Northern Pacific, and Edge- 
mont, S. D., on Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy, at least two cents under 
the rates from points of origin on 
Northern Pacific within Spokane 
group to points on said Pembina- 
Port Arthur line and graded up 
westwardly to at least four cents 
under Spokane group rates at Me- 
dora and Edgemont; that differen- 
tial rates from Northern Pacific sta- 
tions in Montana east of Garrison, 
including branches, to points. on 
Pembina-Port Arthur line should be 


at least three cents under Spo- 
kane group rates and graded up 
westwardly to at least five cents 


under Spokane group rates at Me- 
dora and Edgemont. Big Blackfoot 
Milling Co vs Nor Pac et al (2012), 
16 I C CG Rep, 173; May 15, p 670. 


Omaha, Neb., to Canton, S. D.: Held, 
That rate should not exceed 9.03 
cents. Bowman-Kranz Lumber Co 


Omaha and Florence, 


Rate Advance: 


Tift Case: 


Wabeno, 


vs C M & St P (2068), 15 I C C 
Rep, 277; Feb. 20, p 246. 

Neb., between: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
1% cents, minimum charge, $6 per 
car. Katz et al vs C St P M & O. 
(Neb R R Com) June 12, p 828. 
Rates from Chicago 
and basing points to Trunk Line 
territory increased by withdrawal of 
commodity and _ substitution there- 
for of class rates. Rates from Pa- 
cific Coast producing points (north- 
west) increased; advance condemned 
to points lying west of a line drawn 
from Pembina, N. D., through Kan- 
sas City and Omaha to Port Arthur, 
Tex.; increase of five cents to points 
east allowed by Commission after 
hearing. (1 C C Report to House of 
Representatives) Feb. 6, p 157. 
Reparations arising from; 
see ‘‘Decisions—Joice vs Ill Cent et 
_ 

Wis., to Illinois and Iowa 
Points: Held, That Wabeno is en- 
titled to same rates to Chicago and 
other points on lines of defendant in 


Tllinois and Towa as are accorded 
points in Wausau, Wis., group. 
Jones Lumber Co vs C & N W 


(1912), 15 I C C Rep, 427; March 
13,9 371. 


MACHINERY 
Indianapolis, Ind:, to Muskogee, Okla.: 


Held, That rates on machinery for 
coal mines should not exceed rates 
from Cincinnati. O., to Muskogee. 
Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs C C 
C & St L et al (1044), 16 IC C 
Rep, 697. s 


MACHINERY, Agricultural 
See “Agricultural Machinery.” 


MACHINERY, Paper Mill 


Pittsfield, Mass., 


to Millinocket, Me.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
23 ~Cents. Jones & Sons Co _ vs, 
B & A et al (1548), 15 I C C Rep, 
226; Feb. 20, p 244. 


MALT 

Chilton, Wis., to Kansas City, Mo.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
10 cents. Chilton Malting Co, Ltd, 
vs C M & St P (2107), 141 CC 
Rep, 10; April 24, p 575. 


MARINE INSURANCE 
See “Insurance, Marine.’’ 


‘ 
MARKETS 

Carrier May Not Force Traffic into 
Certain Markets: It is the right of 
a shipper to choose his owh market, 
and a carrier may not lawfully so 
adjust its schedules as to force a 
commodity into one market when 
shipper prefers another. Chamber 
of Commerce of Milwaukee vs C R 
I & P (1615), 15 I C C Rep, 460; 
March 13, p 361. 


MASSACHUSETTS 

Boston & Maine Holding Bill: Gov- 
ernor Draper signs bill permitting 
purchase of Billard Boston & Maine 


stock by holding company formed 
for that purpose. June 26, p 877. 
Differential Rates: Attorney-General 


Malone tells legislature that it can- 
not legislate against the railroads 
entering into an agreement to abol- 
ish New England differentials on 
westbound traffic, such an action 
being one affecting interstate com- 
merce. May 8, p 657. 

—See also ‘‘Rates, Differential.’’ 


MEDICINES~ 
See “Drugs.”’ 


McPHERSON, Smith, United States Dis- 
trict Judge. 


Utterances: Addresses St. Louis, Mo., 
Traffic Club on_ centralization of 
control over transportation. May 22, 
p 750. 

McVANN, E. J. 
Appointment: Made manager of 


traffic bureau of Commercial Club 
of Omaha, Neb. May. 22, p 1750. 


MILLING-IN-TRANSIT 

See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 

Back-Haul Conditions Should Be Uni- 
form: If the milling-in-transit rates 
over a through route are made 
available to one milling point not on 
such through route, by giving it 
ack-haul or out-of-line service at 
reasonable rates, no reason is per- 
ceived why the same _ opportunity 
should not be accorded to another 
milling point, even though more 
distant from such through route, at 
rates that are relatively reasonable. 
Celina Mill & Elevator Co vs St 
Louis Southwestern et al (1057), 15 
I C C Rep, 138; Jan. 30, p 127. 


Grain Products, Discrimination Be- 
tween: It is clearly discriminatory 
to single out one or more of the 
several milled products of grain and 
withhold from it or from them tran- 
sit privilege which is accorded at 
that or some other competitive point 
to other milled products of grain 
of substantially similar character 
value and packing, and which are 
transported under substantially the 
same conditions, attended by sub- 
stantially similar equal risks, where 
there is competition between the 
millers of the grain either in market- 
ing their product or in securing their 
material for milling. Douglas & Co 


vs C RI & P et al (1828), 16 I 
C C Rep, 232; May 22, p 689. 
Jurisdiction of Commission: Irrespect- 


ive of the power of the ‘Commission 
to direct a carrier to grant a transit 
privilege, there can be no question 
of the authority of Commission to 
direct removal of an unjust discrim- 
ination which, arises from granting 
such privilege to one commodity or 
shipper and refusing to accord same 
to competitive shipper or similar 
commodity. Douglas & Co vs C R 
I & P et al (1828), 16 I C C Rep, 232; 
May 22, p 689. 

Reasonable Limits to Privilege: There 
is a limit to the products which can 
reasonably be included in list of those 
which will be transported at raw 
material rate, either with or without 
transit privilege. It might be rea- 


sonable to withhold transjt privilege 
from a product which is essentially 
different from the raw material and 







Rate Adjustment: 


Tax Suit: 


Company Material: 


Misrouting 


from the other products of same raw 
material which are accorded transit 
rates, as, for example, a liquid prod- 
uct of grain. Douglas & Co vs CR 
I & P et al (1828), 16 I C C Rep, 
232; May 22, p 689. 


MICHIGAN 
Maximum Freight Rate Law: 


Benton 
Harbor shippers start movement to 
prevent repeal of carload rate. stat- 
ute of 1872, which provides that rate 
for transporting carload of freight 
ten miles shall not exceed $8, nor be 
more than 50 cents per mile for next 
ten miles, nor more than 25 cents 
for third ten miles and for distances 
exceeding thirty miles; analogy to 
2-cent passenger rate law pointed 
out; March 6, p 357. 

Representatives of 
twelve cities and towns in the north- 
western part of the state meet at 
Grand Rapids to discuss plans for a 
readjustment of percentages of New 
York-Chicago rates accorded them; 


temporary organization launched; 
March 27, p 458. 
—Michigan Shippers’ association, 


planned to embrace shipping inter- 
ests of northern, western and centrat 
Michigan, completes plans of pre- 
liminary organization and elects of- 
ficers; May 22, p 745. 


MINNEAPOLIS, ST. PAUL & SAULT 


STE. MARIE RAILWAY 


See ‘‘Wisconsin Central.’’ 


MINNESOTA 
Stocks and Bonds: 


Johnson bill for 
regulation of stock issues of rail- 
roads, providing that stocks and 
bonds must be sold at or above par 
and for stated purposes only, sub- 
ject to approval of state railroad 
commission, passes house; April 10, 
p 518. 

State Supreme court sus- 
tains constitutionality of act increas- 
ing railroads’ gross earnings tax 
from 3 to 4 per cent in Minnesota 
vs G Gt W and Nor Pac; Jan. 2, p 2. 


MISBILLING 
Courts: 


Hermann, Aukan & Co plead 
guilty to charge of billing handker- 
chiefs and other dry goods taking 
first class rates as calicoes; are fined 
$1,000 in Federal court for southern 
district of New York; Jan. 16, p 49. 


MISROUTING 
Claims, Adjustment’! of: 


If one carrier 
adjusts claim and later learns re- 
sponsibility for misrouting rested on 
another, such other carrier may re- 
imbruse carrier settling claim; or, if 
necessary, matter may be referred to 
Commission to _ fix responsibility. 
Amendment to Rule 70, 15-A (Conf 
Rul); May 29, p 770. 

y Initial carrier, dis- 
regarding instructions to route ship- 
ment, which was property of con- 
necting line, though consigned to pri- 
vate party, through particular junc- 
tion, moved it to destination over its 
own lines, rates over two routes be- 
ing the same. Notwithstanding that 
initial carrier had no knowledge that 


it was company material; Held, That ~ 


it was liable for the additional 
charges—the connecting line being 
in position to haul it from junction 
point free—on ground that a carrier. 
exercising the right under rule 70 of 
15—A to dictate intermediate routing 
must make its election at time it 
accepts shipment, and that, if carrier 
accepts shipments with definite in- 
structions, it must so move traffic or 
bear damages arising from its de- 
parture from instructions (Conf Rul); 
March 6, p 348. 


Initial Carrier Liable: An initial car- 


rier delivered shipment to connection 
with no routing instructions beyond 
noting on waybill cheaper of two 
routes. The connecting line sent it 
over the route yielding it greater rev- 
enue but carrying higher rate. Held, 
That initial carrier was liable for 
Sonne (Conf Rul); March 6, p 


Intra- vs Inter-State Movement: hip- 


ment destined to point in same state 
was delivered to carrier without any 
routing instructions. Shipment was 
moved interstate and rate higher 
than intrastate applied. Held, That 
Commission recognizes right of ship- 
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Passengers: 


Legislation: 


Misrouting 


per to route his shipment, but in 
this instance shipper neglected to do 
so, and that Commission cannot say 
that interstate line can apply any 
other than its lawfully published tar- 
iff rate except upon special permis- 
sion or order of Commission (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 348. 

Cases where agents mis- 
route passengers or by other error 
cause them to pay additional and un- 
necessary transportation charges are 
governed by principles announced in 
Rule 70 of 15—A (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, 
p 160. 


MISSISSIPPI 
Passenger Fares: 


Business interests 
join hands with railroads and pre- 
vent reduction of passenger fares 
from 3 to 2 cents per mile; May 29, 
p 780. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER 
Traffic on: See 


“Statistics—Water- 
ways, Inland.” 


MISSOURI 
Coal Rates: 


New distance tariff on 
bituminous coal is criticized because 
rate per ton per mile on short haul 
is less than on long haul (April 10, 
p 497). Commission suspends effect- 
ive date of coal rate schedule until 
May 15 (May 8, p 649). Order sus- 
pended until June 1; May 15, p 662. 


Decisions: Rate on blasting powder, 


35 miles or less, fixed at 6 cents in 
carloads and 15 cents in less than 
carload lots. Excelsior Powder Co 
vs St L & S F; April 10, p 515. 
Representative Roach in- 
troduces amendment to car service 
statute providing storage charge 
after first 48 hours, beginning 7 a. m. 
day following legal notice of arrival, 
of 1 cent per hundred pounds on less 
than carloag lots and 10 cents per 
net ton on carloads, but not ex- 
ceeding $1 per day, with increases 
up to ten days in free time allowed, 
according to distance of consignee 
from unloading point; March 6, p 355 
—Representative Kimrey introduces 
amendment to car service law pro- 
viding for penalties for failure to 
furnish cars as ordered, and provid- 
ing for a graduation of free storage 
time according to distance of con- 
signee eee unloading point; March 
6, 355. 

~ Rantencntative Cross introduces bill 
nullifying limitation of common car- 
rier’s statutory liability by contract, 
receipt, rule or regulation, etc.; 
March 6, p 355. 

—Senator McAllister introduces bill 
prohibiting common carriers from re- 
quiring notice of claims within thirty 
days after shipper or owner shall have 
knowledge of the grounds for such 
claims; March 6, p 355. 
—Representative Hawkins introduces 
bill authorizing cities having a pop- 
ulation of 2,500 or over to regulate 
and control delivery of express ship- 
ments within corporate limits; March 
6, p 355. 

—Representative Hurst introduces bill 
requiring freight trains to carry ca- 
boose sufficiently large to furnish 
adequate accommodation to _ neces- 
sary, caretakers of freight; March 6, 
Pp 355. : 
—Representative Hicks introduces bill 
fixing sleeping car rates; March 6, 
p 355. . 

—Bills introduced in house fixing the 
size of freight train crews; March 6, 
p 355. 

—Representative Magee introduces bill 
requiring railroads to equip all loco- 
motives with headlights of not less 
than 1,500 candle power without aid 
of reflector, switch engines excepted; 
March 6, p 355. 

—Representative Anamosa introduces 
bill authorizing employment of in- 
spector of safety appliances, fixing 
his salary and qualifications as to 
previous employment; March 6, p 355. 
—Bills introduced in both houses re- 
quiring all passenger trains, through 
interstate and transcontinental ex- 
cepted, to stop at all county seats; 
March 6. p 355. 

—Bill introduced in house prohibiting 
transportation of freight and passen- 
gers between -intrastate points by 
companies not incorporated under the 
laws of Missouri; March 6, p 355. 
—Representative Wade introduces bill 
requiring railroads to provide suit- 


Rate Litigation: 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


able freight and passenger depots at 
their stations and authorizing the 
state railroad and warehouse com- 
mission to hear petitions of carriers 
desiring to be relieved from comply- 
ing with this act; March 6, p 355. 
United States Judge 
McPherson holds state maximum 
freight rate and 2-cent passenger fare 
laws confisecatory and invalid. (March 
13, p 389.) Attorney-General Major 
announces that an appéal will be 
taken to Uniteq States Supreme 
court. (March 20, p 443.) Roads 
agree upon schedule of passenger 
fares for interstate traffic; single trip 
tickets, 3 cents per mile with 10 per 
cent off on round trip tickets; 500 
mile books, good only on line of 
issuing carrier, 2%, cents per mile; 
500 mile books, good on all interstate 
trains, 2% cents per mile, and 2,000 
mile books, interchangeable, certifi- 
cate plan, 2 cents per mile. (April 
3,.p 488.) Judge George H. Williams, 
Circuit court, St. Louis, issues tem- 
porary restraining order against car- 
riers’ new passenger fare schedule. 
(April 10, p 500.) Judge McPherson 
dissolves Judge Williams’ injunction 
and announces that he will assume 
exclusive jurisdiction in passenger 
fare tangle. (April 24, p 594.) Judge 
‘McPherson hands down supplement- 
ary. decree in which he refuses to 
modify his original holdings with 
respect to division of costs, advisa- 
bility of a 2%-cent rate, invalidity 
of penalty features of state laws; 
refuses to fix a specific rate. Judge 
Phillips enjoins Missouri officials 
from taking any action other than 
a mofion for dismissal in suits in 
Judge Williams’ court. (May 1, p 
623.) Roads file demurrers in state 
Supreme court to ouster suits. (June 
5, p 803.) State Supreme court en- 
joins Judge Williams from entertain- 
ing jurisdiction in injunction. suits. 
(June 12, p 827.) 


; MISSOURI, KANSAS & TEXAS Railway 


New York, N. Y., 


to Oklahoma City, 
Okla., Rates on Dry Goods: See 
“Southwestern Rates.” 


MISSOURI RIVER RATE CASE 
See “Class Rates—Missouri River,’’ and 


“Courts, Federal.”’ 


MONROE, La. 
Rate Adjustment: Held, (1) That rates 


from St. Louis, Mo., and points bas- 
ing thereon to New Orleans, La., 
Natchez, Vicksburg, Miss., and other 
Mississippi River points are con- 
trolled by water competition and may 
therefore be lower than rates from 
same points of origin to Monroe 
without unjustly discriminating 
against this city; (2) that rates from 
the north tw Monroe cannot in any 
instance reasonably exceed the com- 
bination on Vicksburg or New Or- 
leans, whichever may make lower; 
3) that rate adjustment which groups 
onroe, Alexandria and Shreveport, 
La., under common rates is not un- 
reasonable or unjustly discriminatory 
against Monroe. Monroe Progressive 
League vs St LIM & S et al (1388), 
15 I C C Rep, 534; March 20, p 430. 


MONTANA 


Hay and Straw: State railroad com- 
mission issues order reducing rates 
on hay and straw when transported 
distances in excess of 45 miles; May 
1, p 622. 

Legislation: Safety act designed to 
give state railroad commission con- 
trol over safety appliances, right to 
inspect boilers, engines, train equip- 
ment, brakes, switches and trackage, 
supervise and control the installation 
of block signals and make rules gov- 
erning the establishment of the same. 
to make train rules, etc.; introduced 
in the state legislature. Feb. 6, p 180. 

Lime Rock: State railroad commission 
cuts rate from B & M siding to Great 
a from 60 to 45 cents; May 1, p 


MORTON, Paul A. 


Union Pacific-Southern Pacific Merger 
Suit: Testifies in hearing at New 
York that prior to 1901 Union Pacific 
and Southern Pacific had been com- 
petitors; that real fight for trans- 
continental business had come from 
east of Ogden; that prior to 1901. 
Union Pacific had not been factor in 


Traffic Bureau: 


NATIONAL 


Demurrage: 


Legislation: 


Meeting: 


NEBRASKA 
Classification: 
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making transcontinental rates; Jan. 
9, p 36. 


MUNCIE, Ind. 
Arkansas Common Points, Rates to: 


Held, That rates on wire and wire 
products should not be higher than 
or different from those applying to 
the transportation of the same com- 
modities from Chicago territory to 
same destinations. Ind Steel & Wire 
Co vs C RI & P et al (1369); Kit- 
selman Bros vs same (1370), 16 I 
C C Rep, 155; May 15, p 662. 


MUNICIPAL FERRIES 
See ‘‘Ferries, Municipal.”’ 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MANU- 


FACTURERS 

Traffic committee rec- 
ommends establishment of perma- 
nent bureau at New York to assist 
members in securing reforms in 
transportation methods in which the 
association as a whole is interested ° 
and to aid individual members; May 
29, p 774. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RAIL- 


WAY COMMISSIONERS 


Demurrage Rules: See under ‘“Demur- 


rage.”’ 


INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC 


LEAGUE 


Claim Papers, Return of: See “Rec- 


ords’’. 


Suggests changes in pro- 
posed uniform code of rules; code 
as amended by league printed in 
full; June 12, p 816 

Asks its members to en- 
dorse amendments to Act to Regu- 
late Commerce proposed by Repre- 
sentative Townsend of Michigan, pro- 
viding for the suspension of a rate 
advance pending investigation, giv- 
ing a shipper right to control inter- 
mediate routing of freight and mak- 
ing a carrier responsible for errone- 
ous rate quotations of its agents; 
Jan. 23, p 97. 

—Committee calls on President Taft 
to urge passage of these laws; May 
22, p 749. 

Minutes of meeting held at 
the Hotel Schenley, Pittsburg, Pa., 
Feb. 12; Feb. 20, p 276. 


State railroad commis- 
sion adopts its own classification for 
use on intrastate business, said 
schedule being modification of West- 
ern Classification No. 44; June 26, 
Pp 882. 

Clarke, Henry T., Jr.: Is made chair- 
man of the state railroad commis- 
sion; Jan. 23, p 90. 

Complaint: W. J. Taylor files formal 
complaint with state railroad com- 
mission alleging that facilities for 
shipping stock at the Merna yards 
of Chicago, Burlington & Quincy are 
inadequate; March 6, p 345. 

Courts: United States Circuit Court 
of Appeals, eighth circuit, dismisses 
appeal of Union Pacific, Chicago & 

orthwestern, Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific and Missouri Pacific rail- 
roads against adoption of tentative 
grain rate schedule of the state com- 
mission; follows decision in similar 
case in which it was held that action 
of carrier in seeking to enjoin sched- 
ule before it had, gone into effect 
was premature; May 15, p 680. 

Decisions: Dismisses, without preju- 
dice, complaint alleging discrimina- 
tion against complainant in that de- 
fendant carrier had failed to reim- 
burse said complainant for cost of 
building private switch track, while, 
it is charged, defendant had done so 
for other shippers. Berger-Gallagher 
Bros Co vs C B & Q; April 3. p 484. 

Decisions: Fixes rate on lumber, ce- 
ment, stucco and lime between 1% 
cents, minimum charge $6 per car 
between Omaha and Florence, and 
brick, stone and sand at 1 cent, 
minimum charge $5 per car; Katz 
pT vs C St P M & O; June 12, p 

Decisions: State commission holds that 
rates on flour from state milling 
points, other than Omaha. to Omaha, 
cannot be less than the rates on 
wheat. Updike Milling Co vs Union 
Pac etc.; June 26, p 879. 

Express: Referee Sullivan, appointed 
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by state Supreme court to take testi- 
mony in suit to prevent enforcement 
of Sibley act reducing rates approxi- 
mately 25 per cent, reports that act 
is not confiscatory; May 22, p 751. 

Reparation: State commission holds 
that it has no authority to enter an 
order directing a railroad company 
to pay reparation. Katz et al vs 

. cSt PM & O; June 12, p 828. 

Rate Changes: State commission au- 
thorizes minor rate changes; specific 
rates cited; Jan. 16, p 71. 


NETTELS, E. C. 


Appointment: Resigns assistant gen- 
eral freight agency of Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul railway to become 
traffic manager of Postum Cereal Co; 
May 22, p 75l. 


NEW JERSEY 


Whiting, Borden D.: Elected chair- 
man of state railroad commission, 
= Sa, Congdon, resigned; April 
, p 490. 


NEW ORLEANS, La. 


Storage Charges on Brewer’s Rice: De- 
fendant’s charges were first 48 hours, 
nothing; next ten days, 1 cent per 

: hundred pounds; each additional ten 

. days or fraction thereof, % cents. 
Held, That these-charges were not 
unreasonable or unjust, either as 
compared with charges elsewhere or 
per se. Gough vs Ill Cent (1533). 15 J] 
C C Rep, 280; Feb. 20, p 233. 


NEVADA 

Courts: Judge E. S. Farrington, United 
States District court, in dismissing 
bills against state railroad commis- 
sion and vacating certain restraining 
orders against it, upholds constitu- 
tionality of law establishing commis- 
sion; March 20, p 443. 5 


NEW ENGLAND BOARD OF TRANS- 
PORTATION 

Demurrage: Suggests changes in Rules 

2 and 3 of proposed uniform code; 
June 26, p 883. 


NEW YORK 

Courts: Judge Fitts, state Supreme 
court, sustains constitutionality of 
public service commission’s law in 
overruling demurrer of Economic 
Power & Construction Co to suit of 
commission, second district, to. en- 
force payment of penalty for alleged 
refusal of defendant to make report 
to commission as required by law in 
question; April 3, p 477. 

Decision: Held, That express rates on 
empty gas cylinders, returned, should 
be reduced from half merchandise 
rate to one-fourth merchandise rate 
pound basis, and with no minimum 
rate restriction. Clancy vs Am Exp 
et al; Feb. 27, p 307. 

Decision: Held, That rates on flour 
and feed from Ogdensburg to points 
on Delaware & Hudson south of 
Rouses Point to and including Port 
Henry should not exceed 8 cents; 
that south of Port ‘Henry to and in- 
cluding Whitehall rates should not 
exceed 10 cents. Ogdensburg Roller 
_- et al vs Rutland et al; May 22, 
Pp 5 

Hughes. Governor Charles E.: Vetoes 
consolidated railroad and public serv- 
ice commission bills, characterizing 
that section of former which provides 
that mo..change can be made in in- 
trastate .rates of steam road unless 
its net income on capital actually 
expended is in excess of 10 per cent 
as a rule that would. in many cases, 
be clearly unjust to the public; June 
5, p 806. 

Report: Digest of second annual re- 
port of public service commission for 
a district of New York; Jan. 

, p ° 


NEW YORK CITY , 
Merchants’ Association: Adopt resolu- 
tions opposing anti-railroad legisla- 
tion; Jan. 9, p 39. 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Courts: State Supreme court sustains 
validity. of law fixing maximum 
freight rates and upholds reasonable- 
ness of coal rates prescribed by state 
under said act; May 1, p 624. 
Minimum Charge: State railroaq com- 
mission issues order directing that 
minimum charge on small packages 










be assessed at actual weight at rate 
per hundred pounds of class to which 
shipment belongs, charge not to be 
less than 25 cents; May 15, p 684. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY CO. 


Harnings: Held, That earnings of the 
Northern Pacific in recent years have 
been excessive. City of Spokane et 
al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I CC 
Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


OFFICERS OF EXPRESS COMPANIES 


See “Express Companies, Officers and 
Agents of.’’ 


OFFICERS OF A RECEIVER OF A 


RAILROAD 
Te “Receiver, Officers and Employes 
of.’”’ 


OHIO 


Combinations: Judge Alred, Circuit 
Court of Franklin County, hands down 
decision ousting syndicate through 
which the Hocking Valley is said to 
control Zanesville & Western and 
Ohio Central lines from control of 
these latter roads, together with cer- 
tain coal properties; holds control 
violates state anti-trust statute; May 
1, p 624, 

Complaints: Coal operators file peti- 
tion with state railroad commission 
asking for revision of lake coal rates; 
May 15, p 683. 

Demurrage: See also “Ohio Shippers’ 
Association.’’ 

Demurrage: Judge Kinkhead, Court of 
Common Pleas, Franklin county, over- 
rules demurrer in suit of Ann Arbor 
railroad et al vs State Railroad Com- 
mission; holding that commission’s 
car service rules are invalid in so far 

“as they are made to apply to inter- 
state commerce; May 1, p 622; deci- 
sion in full; June 5, p 799. 

Ohio Shippers’ Association: Pledge 
support. to state railroad commission 
in contesting suits of railroads 
agaist enforcement of state board’s 
demurrage rules; June 26, p 884. 


OHIO CENTRAL LINES 


See “‘Combinations.”’ 


OIL. MEAL 


See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 

Minneapolis, Minn., to Milo, Mo.: Held, 
That rate should not exceed 18 cents. 
Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal 
Co vs C M & St P et al (1710), 16 
I C C Rep; 366; June 19, p 841. 


OIL-WELL SUPPLIES and PIPE 


Fishers, Ind., to Bartlesville, Okla.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
58% cents. Gilchrist vs L E & W 
et al (1943), 16 I C C Rep, 318; May 
29, p 765. 


OKLAHOMA * 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific: See 
“‘One-Line Rates.”’ 

Courts: State Sipreme. court hodlds 
that redress or relief from order of 
state railroaq commission ma be 
sought within twelve months after 
date of final mandate of commission. 
ain & S F vs J E Love; Feb. 13, 
p b 

Courts: State supreme court holds that 
commonwealth does not obtain juris- 
diction over shipment of liquor from 
another state until it has been deliv- 
ered to home of consignee, and then 
only when it is discovered that in- 
toxicants are being used for an un- 
lawful purpose; April 10, p 498, 

Hides: 
ing rates: Twenty-five miles, 8 cents; 
50 miles, 11 cents; 75 miles, 13% 
cents; 100 miles, 15% cents; 150 miles, 
18% cents, and 200 miles, 21 cents; 
March 27, p 467. v 

One-Line Rates: State corporation 
commission hands down Order No. 
205, requiring that traffic over Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific and St 
Louis & San Francisco railroads be 
handled at same rates as is fixed 
by commission for hauls ovér only 
one line of railroad; June 26, p 884. 

St Louis & San Francisco: See ‘“‘One- 
Line Rates.’’ ; 


OMNIBUS LINES 


Discrimination Between: A carrier 
selling excursion tickets to point on 
its line to which are attached coupon 
for carriage from that point to cer- 
tain point of interest. and return via 
designated bus line is not guilty of 


tate commission fixes follow-, 


Oregon 


discrimination against another trans- 
fer company, but it must also have 
on sale tickets without bus coupon 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 


ORDERS OF THE INTERSTATE COmMm- 
* MERCE COMMISSION. 


Beyond Province of Commission: The 
Commission, in inserting in an order 
a condition for carrier’s benefit, can- 
not be said to have acted outside its 
province even though subject-matter 
of condition is something subsequent 
to transportation. N Y C & H R ys 
U S$ (C C A, 2nd dist.); June 12, p 
829. 

Comprehensiveness: An order of Com- 
mission is not invalid because it is 
not as comprehensive as it might be; 
because it removes one discrimina- 
tion and not another. NYC& HR 
vs US (CCA, 2nd dist.); June 12, 
p 829. 

Conformity to Decision: It is not ab- 
solutely necessary that an order of 
the Commission conform to decision 
which forms its basis. NY C&HR 
vs U S (CC A, 2nd dist.); June 12, 
p 829. 

Effect of Reductions at One Point on 
Rates at Other Points: See ‘Rates, 
Relative.”’ 

Leaving Details to Carriers: An order 
of the Commission is not invalid be- 
cause it leaves details of prescribing 
regulations to effect reformation 
ealled for to carriers. N ¥ C & H vs 
US (CCA, 2nd dist); June 12, p 830. 

Nature and Enforcement: An order of 
the Commission for the payment of 
money does not have the effect of an 
order, decree or judgment of a court; 
nor are such orders enforceable by 
process; nor do they become liens 
upon the property of defendant. 
Washer Grain Co vs Mo Pace (1205), 
15 I C C Rep, 147; Feb. 6, p 162. 

Not Confined to Issues Raised in Pro- 
ceedings: An.order of the Commis- 
sion is not invalid because it is not 
confined to issues raised in pleadings 
before it, provided that parties af- 
fected have been fully heard and 
order is germane to subject-matter 
before Commission. N Y C & HR 
vs US (CC A, 2nd dist.); June 12, 
p 829. 

Rates, Absolute: The Commission may 
make an order to remove discrimina- 
tory conditions without particulariz- 
ing as to specific rates to be observed, 
but may prescribe relative rates. 
NYC& HRvs US, (CCA, 2nd 
dist); June 12, p 830. 


Time in Force: In absence of specific 
time limit, the law reads the maxi- 
mum limit, two years, into the order, 
but the Commission should state, on 
entering an order, time during which 
it is to be in force. NY C& HR 
vs U S (C C A, 2d dist); June 12, 
Pp 830. 


OREGON 


Commissioners May Ride on Any Train: 
Legislature passes bill requiring rail- 
roads to permit state railroad com- 
missioners and their employes to ride 
in and upon any engine, car or train 
of any railroad upon payment of 
lawful passenger fare, but provides 
that railroad shall not thereby be 
deemed to become a common carrier 
of passengers other than on passen- 
ger trains; statute given in full; Feb. 
27, p 309. 

=e Rates: State railroaq commis- 
sion issues order making reductions 
ranging downward from  approx- 
imately 35 per cent on Pacific Ex- 
press Company’s’ intrastate rates; 
May 29. p 785. 

Discrimination: Legislature passes 
measure prohibiting unjust discrim- 
ination between localities; law printed 
in full; Feb. 27, p 309. 

Fencing Rights-of-Way: Legislature 
passes bill governing construction and 
maintenance of fences along railroad 
rights-of-way and making the inten- 
tional or negligent leaving open of :1 
farm crossing gate or the leaving 
down of any bars of any railroad 
fence punishable by fine or imprison- 
ment, or by both; statute given in 
full; Feb. 27, p 309. 

Live Stock: Legislature passes bill pro- 
hibiting carriers from limiting their 
common law liabiilty by live stock 
contracts and authorizing state rail- 
road commission to prescribe uniform 
live stock contract for use on all in- 
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trastate shipments; bill given in full; 

Feb. 27, p 309. 

Passes: Legislature passes bill giving 
railroad commission authority to ex- 
empt carriers from furnishing state- 
ment of trip passes issued to its reg- 
ular and exclusive employes; measure 
printed in full; Feb. 27, p 309. 

Railroad Act: Legislature passes bill 
amending railroad commission law of 
1907 in respect to issuance of in- 
junctions against mandates of state 
board by *striking out feature that 
would impose penalties on carrier if 
its suit to test validity of the order 
was unsuccessful; change made to 
conform with holding of United States 
Supreme court in the Young (Minn.) 
case, in which such a provision was 
declared unconstitutional; amendment 
given in full; Feb, 27, p 309. 

Report: State commission files annual 
report; discusses transcontinental rate 
raise and intimates that some action 
will be taken on it; reviews work of 
the year in construction; summarizes 
orders issued during the year; gives 
figures on railroad accidents; Jan. 23, 
p 103. 

Switch Connections: Legislature passes 
bill relating to construction and main- 
tenance of switch connections, mod- 
eled after national law on same sub- 
ject; measure given in full; Feb. 27, 
p 309. 

Wool: State railroad commission 
files complaint with Interstate Com- 
merce Commission alleging that rates 
on wool from Oregon points other 
than Portland to points east are un- 
reasonable and unduly prejudicial to 
said points of origin; complaint in 
full; June 12, p 818. 

Wool: State railroad commission an- 

nounces investigation of intrastate 

rates on wool, combings ang waste 
via Oregon Railroad & Navigation 
and the .Southern Pacific companies 
to determine if said rates are just, 
reasonable and non-discriminatory; 
May 8, p 647. 


OUT-OF-LINE SERVICES 

See “Back Haul.’ 

Reconsignment of Refused Shipments: 
Reconsignment privileges are optional 
with carrier, but must have tariff 
authority. If charges are to be as- 
sessed for back haul and out-of-line 
services. tariff must so state (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 


OVERALLS 
See ‘Textiles.”’ 


OVERCHARGE 

Refund on Foreign Shipment: An over- 
charge was collected on shipment to 
Mexico. On application of American 
earriers, in which Mexican lines re- 
fused to join; Held, That American 
lines might refund such proportion of 
total overcharge as their division of 
through rate bears to entire through 
rate (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 



















































PACKAGE CARS 
St. Louis, Mo.: System of distribution 
of less than carload freight in pack- 
age cars on fast schedule, made pos- 
sible through co-operation between 
carriers and shippers, proves boon 
to St. Louis; June 12, p 824. 


PACKAGE FREIGHT 
Carried in Baggage Cars: Pennsylva- 
nia Railroad is granted special per- 
mission request for short notice tariff 
establishing package rates for trans- 
portation of various articles in bag- 
gage cars; Jan. 2, p 4. 


PACKING HOUSE PRODUCTS 
Rate Advance: Increase of 3 cents in 
rates from Ohio and Mississippi River 
crossings to Southeastern Freight As- 
sociation territory (I C C Report to 
eee of Representatives); Feb. 6, p 


PAINTS 
Spokane, Wash.: Held. That rates on 
paints and white white or red lead, 
dry or in oil, in cans (packed in 
boxes or barrels)—or in barrels, casks, 
kegs. kits, boxes or iron drums, 
should not exceed following: , From 
St. Paul, Minn., 90 cents; from ‘Chi- 
cago, Ill., $1.05; same carload mini- 
mum as applies from above points of 
origin to Seattle. Wash. City of 
Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et al “ee 
15 I C C Rep, 376; March 6, p 3 










































PAPER STOCK 


PARTY AT LAW 


PASSENGER FARES 





FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





Chicago, Ill., to South Bend, Ind.: Rate 
of 8 cents on paper stock not found 
unreasonable as compared with rate 
of 6 cents on manufactured paper 
from _South Bend to Chicago. La 
Salle Paper Co vs Mich Cent et al 
(1865), 16 I C C Rep, 149; May 15, 
p ; 




























Carriers Treated Individually: The law 
does not deal with carriers collectively 
as a single unit or system, but its 
commands are directed to each with 
respect to the service which it is re- 
quired to perform. Chicago Lumber 
& Coal Co et al vs Tioga S E et al 
(1438), 16 I C C Rep, 323; June 5, p 
789. 



















































See also “Passenger Routes,’’ ‘Pas- 
senger Tariffs’? and “Passenger Tick- 
ets.” 

Charges for Moving Private Cars dur- 
ing Blockade: ‘The tariff rates for 
private car or sleeper were regular 
tare for each occupant, with mini- 
mum of 20 adult fares and minimun 
collection of $25 for each movement, 
During washout, carrier sent indi- 
vidual passengers over longer route 
at short-line fare, but charged occu- 
pants af-private car full mileage rates 
for longer haul. Held, That short- 
line fare ought also to have been 























‘applied to private car and any 
(Conf Rul); March 6, p 343. 
Deportation: Carriers may not legally 


accord reduced rates even to the gov- 
ernment for transportation of Chi- 
nese to ports of deportation. Provi- 
sions for cars and subsistence of per- 
sons being deported are matters of 
contract between carrier and gov- 
ernment and need not be incorpo- 
rated in tariffs (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, 
Pp 160. . 

Mississippi: Business interests join 
with railroads in securing defeat of 
proposition to reduce fares from 3 
to 2 cents per mile, state railroad 
commission deciding against change; 
May 29, p 780. 

























Missouri: See under ‘‘Missouri—Rate 
Litigation.”’ . 
Misrouting: Cases where carrier’s 


agent misroutes passengers or by 
other error causes them to pay addi- 
tional and unnecessary transportation 
charges are governed by principles 
announced in Rule 70 of 15-A (Conf 
Rul); Feb, 6, p 160. 

Pennsylvania: Held, That rates be- 
tween Ligonier and Somerset and in- 
termediate points cannot exceed 3% 
cents per mile. Matthews vs Pitts- 
burg, Westmoreland & Somerset (Fa 
R R Com); Jan. 30, p 147. 

Pittsburg, Pa., to Newport, R. I.: Held, 
That through passenger fares be- 
tween these points via new England 
Navigation and Baltimore & Ohio 
shoulgq not exceed combination fares 
contemporaneously maintained  be- 
tween same points for similar pas- 
senger transportation. U S vs B & 
O et al (1645), 15 I C C Rep, 470; 
March 13, p 377. 

Pullman Tickets: Where regulations 
prohibit selling of Pullman accom- 
modations except upon through ticket, 
Pullman agent is justified in refusing 
to sell such accommodations to pas- 
senger holding local ticket for part 
of through journey and mileage book 
for remainder of trip. Kurtz vs Pa 
Co et al (1898), 16 I C C Rep, 410; 
June 26, p 865. 

Rate Advance: There has been no gen- 
eral increase; the tendency has been 
downward, due to reduction of intra- 
state rates by legislative enactment 
(I C C Report to House of Represent- 
atives); Feb. 6, p 157. 

South Dakota: State senate passes bill 
fixing maximum at two cents per 


mile. (Jan. 30, p 147.) Judge Car- 
land, United States District, Court, 
temporarily enjoins two-cent law; 


March 6, p 346. 

Through Rate Should Not Exceed Com- 
bination of Locals: In freight rate 
cases the Commission has often held 
that where combination of locals is 
less than through rate higher through 
rate is prima facie unreasonable. In 
this respect, there appears to be no 
difference in principle between wt 
sengers and freight. U S vs B & O 
5 al Ger? 15 I C C Rep, 470; March 
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Virginia: Railroads appeal two-cent 
passenger case to state Supreme 
court. (Jan. 30, p 151.) State Su- 


preme court refuses to restrain Vir- 
ginia corporation commission from 
enforcing two-cent fare order; car- 
riers appeal to Federal court. (Feb. 
6, p 176.) State corporation commis- 
sion grants petition of carriers to 
increase intrastate fares to 2% cents 
per mile; March 27, p 453. 

West Virginia: Judge Burdette, Ka- 
nawha County ou enjoins enforce- 
ment of two-cent passenger fare law 


in West Virginia; June 12, p 826. 
PASSENGER ROUTES 
See also ‘‘Passenger Fares,’’ ‘‘Passen- 


ger Tariffs’’ and ‘“‘Passenger Tickets.”’ 

Reasonable: If any considerable part 
of the traveling public prefer to use 
some other route rather than the one 
existing, then existing route cannot 
be called a reasonable and satisfac- 
tory through route. In the Matter 
of Through Passenger Routes, etc. 
a 16 I C C Rep, 300; May 29, p 

Specific; Through, Via Portland, Ore.: 
Held, That Northern. Pacific, Union 
Pacific _ Chicago & Northwestern 
should j6éin in sale of through passen- 
ger tickets between Seattle, Wash., 
and other points in northwest and 
eastern destinations via Portland and 
accord through facilities like check- 
ing of baggage via this route; rates 
not to exceed those charged between 
same points via Northern Pacific and 
present connections. In the Matter 
of Through Passenger Routes, etc. 
(1544), 16 I C C Rep, 300; May 29, p 
757. Order enjoined in the United 
States Circuit court, —_— of Min- 
nesota; June 12, p 824 






PASSENGER TARIFFS 


See also ‘“‘Passenger Fares,’’ ‘‘Passen- 
ger Routes’’ and ‘‘Passenger Tickets.”’ 

Conflict in: Certain fares were pub- 
lished in an individual and joint tar- 
iff; carrier canceled fares in its own 
tariff by issuance of a new schedule, 
but failed to secure their cancelation 
in joint tariff. Held, That the new 
tariff was unlawful because in con- 
flict with uncanceled point schedule 
(Conf Rul); Feb. 5, p 159. 

Side Trips Must Be Shown: Side trips 
for passengers at free or reduced 
rates limited to holders of through 
tickets are not lawful unless stated 
in tariff under which through ticket 
is sold (Conf Rul); March 6, p 344. 


PASSENGER TICKETS 

See also “‘Passenger Fares,’’ ‘‘Passen- 
ger Tariffs’ and ‘Passenger Routes.”’ 

Bus Arrangements: A carrier selling 
excursion tickets to point on, its line 
to which are attached coupon for 
carriage from that point to certain 
point of interest and return via des- 
ignated bus line is not guilty of dis- 
crimination against another transfer 
company; but, while such tickets may 
lawfully be sold, carrier must publish 
the railroad fare to point in question 
and separately show the bus fare be- 
yond, and must also have on sale 
tickets to that point, the rate named, 
without bus coupons attached (Conf 
Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Free: A land company, having no 
connection direct or indirect with a 
carrier, has a lawful right to pay all 
or part of the carrier’s lawful trans- 
portation charges for such persons 


as it may choose to supply with tick- 
ets (Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 
Half Fare: Where'a passenger accepts 


and pays for a full fare ticket for use 
of party under 12 years of age, the 
Commission will not authorize a re- 
fund (Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 
Honored by Wrong Line: Conductor, 
through error, honored ticket of an- 
other line running between same 
points and was called on to make 
good amount. Held,» That matter 
was one of company discipline and 
not cognizable by Commission (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 159. 
Redemption of Unused Portion: Where 
passenger has, through failure’ to 
completely use up round trip ticket, 
paid more than lawful tariff rates for 
ourney actually made, carrier may 
awfully redeem unused ticket and 
make refund on lawftl tariff basis 
for service actually rendered when 
investigation develops clear identity 
between purchaser of ticket and one 
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to whom refund is made (Conf Rul); 
Feb. 6, p 160. 

Refund of Unused Portion: Because of 
washout carrier was unable to re- 
turn passenger over specified route 
within time limit of passenger’s 
round-trip ticket; passenger waited 
until tracks had been repaired and 
purchased one-way ticket to destina- 
tion. Held,. That carrier may law- 
fully refund extra return fare (Conf 
Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 

Return Coupons, Wrongful Deprivation 
of Benefits of: When a passenger 
holding round-trip ticket on certifi- 
cate plan, or round-trip ticket re- 
quiring validation, is through igno- 
rance or fault of carrier’s agent de- 
privea of benefit of reduced fare on 
return journey and is compelled to 
purchase  full-fare _ ticket, carrier 
should refund difference between the 
total fare paid and reduced rate 
which would have been enjoyed but 
for carrier’s error, the full burden of 
refund. to be borne by carrier at 
fault (Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Validation, Failure to Validate: Held, 
That carrier may lawfully incorporate 


in its tariff rule providing that when, Package Freight: 


passenger is compelled to pay regu- 
lar return fare through failure to 
have his return-trip ticket validated 
at return starting point, carrier may 
refung extra fare upon filing of affi- 
davit by holder of round-trip ticket 
certifying that ticket had been used 
in accordance with all conditions of 
tariff and contract on ticket except 
as to matter of validation (Conf Rul); 
Feb 6, p 161. 


PAVING CEMENT, Coal-Tar 
See ‘“‘Coal-Tar Paving Cement.’’ 


PEACHES 

See also ‘Fruits and Vegetables.’’ 

Minimum Weight: Carload minimum 
of 20,000 pounds on peaches from 
Ozark fruit belt to points east, north 
and west found not unreasonable. 
Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn vs St L 
& S F et al (1465), 16 I C C Rep, 
106; May 1, p 608. . 

Ozark Fruit Belt to Points East, West 
and North: Rates held not unreason-- 
able. Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn vs 
St L & S F et al (1465), 16 I C C Rep, 
106; May 1, p 608. 

Refrigeration: eld, That carload min- 
ima applied in connection with refrig- 
eration service from Ozark fruit belt 
to points east, north and west should 
not exceed minima governing trans- 
portation charges. Ozark Fruit Grow- 
ers’ Assn vs St L & S F et al (1465), 
16 I C C Rep, 106; May 1, p 608. 

Refrigeration: Rates from Ozark fruit 
belt to points west, east and north 
held not unreasonable. Ozark Fruit 
Growers’ Assn vs St L & S F et al 
(1465), 16 I C C Rep, 153; May 15, 


p 675. 
PENNINGTON, E. 
Appointment: Elected president of the 


Wisconsin Central railway, vice. Nor- 
man Erb; April 10, p 518. 


PENNSYLVANIA 

Complaints: Manufacturers’ Associa- 
‘tion of York alleges excessive rates 
via Western Maryland and Northern 
Central roads on structural steel from 
Portville to York; May 1, p 621. 

Complaints: Maloney et al, iron job- 
bers of Pittsburg, file complaint with 
state railroad commission alleging 
that Pennsylvania line discriminates 
in charges for moving iron scrap 
within Pittsburg. June 26, p 883. ° 

Decision: State railroad commission 
orders Pennsylvania railroad to re- 
open station at Fortieth street, Phil- 
adelphia, abandoned in 1901. Rum- 
sey et al vs P R R; June 19, p 847. 


Decision: State commission recommends 
the establishment of waiting-room at 
defendant’s distributing point in 
Labanon, at Annville, and at termini 
in Myerstown and Palmyra. Watts 
vs Lebanon Valley Street Ry; Feb. 
6, p 181. z 

Decision: Petition for establishment of 
stations and passenger, milk and Iocal 
freight train service on Low Grade 
line of Pennsylvania railroad -between 
Schock Mills and Atglen, on main 
line, dismissed. McClure et al vs P 
R R; Feb. 6, p 181. 


Decision: State board holds that pas- 
senger rates between Ligonier and 
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Somerset aud intermediate stations 
cannot exceed 3% cents per mile he- 
cause defendant road was _ incorpo- 
rated under act of 1868, which in turn 
referred to statue of 1849 fixing 
maximum at that figure. Matthews 
vs Pittsburg, Westmoreland & Somer- 
set; Jan. 30, p 147. 

Decision: Refund of $9.69 recommended 
because of overcharge on reconsign- 
ment. Beatty vs P R R; Feb. 20, p 


269. 

Trolley Freight: Governor Stuart signs 
trolley freight bills, designed, it is 
said, to pave the way for establish- 
ment of night freight service by trol- 
ley in Philadelphia; May 15, p 686. 


PENNSYLVANIA COMPANY 

Earnings: Gross earnings fall off $11,- 
913,686 during year 1908; reduction of 
$10,283,992 in operating expenses 
made; reduction in passenger fare 
maximums and compensation for car- 
rying the mail given as important 
factors in causing decrease in earn- 
ings; May 29, p 780. 


PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 

Is granted permis- 
sion to file short notice tariff estab- 
lishing package rates for transporta- 
tion of various articles in baggage 
cars; Jan, 2, p 4. 


PETROLEUM AND PETROLEUM 
PRODUCTS 
Oklahoma Points From Kansas and 


Missouri Refining Points: -Held, That 
rates, C L, should not exceed the 
following to Oklahoma points: 


Cents———_ 

> . . 

on? og 
From— Belt ee a ae 
S@etaése 
3.4 2S 8 =m & © 
; oosAA OA 
Kansas City, Mo..35 35 35 35 35 35 35 
Independence, Ks..24 26 22 25 26 30 22 
Coffeyville, Kan...24 26 22 25 26 30 22 
Caney. Kati... 3 24 26 22 25 26 30 22 
Chanute, Kan..... 24 26 22 25 26 30 22 
Erie, Kan..........24 26 22 25 26 30 22 
Neodesha, Kan....24 26 22 25 26 30 22 
State of Okla vs C RI & et al 


(1121), 15 I C C Rep, 42; Jan. 30, p 
142. 

Paola, Kan., to Boonville and Holden, 
Mo.: Held, That rates as compared 
with rates from Kansas City to same 
points are not a violation of long-and 
short-haul provision of Act, nor un- 
duly discriminative against Paola. 
Paola Refining Co vs M K & T (1494), 
15 I C C Rep, 29; Jan, 16, p 54. 

Paola, Kan., to Kansas City, Kan., Via 
Missouri: Held, That the rate on 
crude petroleum should not exceed 
7 cents. Hafey vs StL & S F et al 
(1553), 15 I C C Rep, 245; Feb. 20, 

237 


Pp 237. ; 

Restriction of Receipt of Less-Than- 
Carload Shipments: - Held, That any 
rule which restricts receipt and ship- 
ment of less than carload lots of coal 
oil and other petroleum products to 
less than two days in any week is 
unreasonable, and that the days se- 
lected for receipt of these commod- 
ities should be separated by at least 
two intervening days. Nat Pet Assn 
and Nat Refining Co vs L & N (1574), 
15 IC C Rep, 473; March 13, p 375. 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa. 
Cement Rates From the Lehigh Dis- 
trict: See ‘‘Cement—New York-Phil- 
adelphia Rate Adjustment.” 


PHOSPHATE ROCK 
See “‘Fertilizer.”’ ‘ 
1 MOVE THES 
PIPE, Iron 
Fishers, Ind., to Bartlesville, Okla.: 
Held, That rate on oil-well supplies 
and pipe should not exceed 58% 
cents. Gilchrist vs L E & W et al 
Cigts). 16 I C C Rep, 318; May 29, 
p 765. : 


PITTSBURG, Pa. 


Track Storage: The imposition of 
higher charges at Pennsylvania Lines 
Produce Yards at Pittsburg than at 
other points held not to constitute 
undue discrimination in view of sub- 
stantial dissimilarity of conditions. 
Wilson Produce Co et al vs P RR 
(1873), 16 I C C Rep, 116; May 1, 
Pp ; 


Privileges 


PLAY SUITS 
See ‘“‘Textiles.”’ 


PLOW POINTS 

Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates, ¢ 
L, should not exceed the following: 
From St, Paul, Minn., $1.10; from 
Chicago, Ill., $1.28; carload minimums 
Same as applying from these points 
of origin to Seattle, Wash. City of 
Spokane et al vs Nor Fac et al (879), 
15 I C C Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 


POLES, Cedar 

See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ 

Chicago, Ill, to Brady, Tex.: Held, 
That rate should not exceed rate on 
lumber from Chicago to Brady. Mac- 
Gillis & Gibbs Co vs C & ET et al 
ppee). 16 I C C Rep, 40; April 24, p 


PORTLAND, ORE. 

Passenger Traffic: Held, That North- 
ern Pacific, Union Pacific and Chi- 
cago & Northwestern railroads should 
join in sale of through passenger 
tickets between Seattle. Wash., and 
other points in the Northwest and 
eastern destinations, via Portland 
and should accord through facilities, 
like the checking of baggage over 
this route. In the Matter of Through 
Passenger Routes, ete. (1544), 16 [ 
C C Rep, 300. (May 29, p 757.) Or- 
der in this case temporarily enjoined 
by United States Circuit Court, dis- 
trict of Minnesota; bill of complaint 
filed; (May 29, p 768); injunction is- 
sued; June 12. p 824. 

—See “Portland Gateway,” post. 


PORTLAND (Ore.) GATEWAY 

Courts: Northern Pacific files bill of 
complaint in United States Circuit 
court, district of Minnesota, asking 
that order of Interstate Commerce 
Commission in’ In the Matter of 
Through Passenger Routes via Port- 
land, Ore., be enjoined, contending 
that route via its lines is satisfac- 
tory; that order would unjustly de- 
prive complainant of large amount 
of revenue; would force it to turn 
over of its terminals at Seattle and 
Tacoma, Wash., to Union Pacific 
without due compensation therefor, 
and would result in irreparable in- 
jury to complainant; bill of complaint 
in full (May 29, p 768). Court holds 
that satisfactory route existed prior 
to Commission’s order, grants inter- 
locutory decree and orders Northern 
Pacific to give bond for $50,000 to 
cover any damages that may result 
if temporary order is not sustained. 
June 12, p 824. 


POSTS, Fence 

See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ 

Amarillo, Tex., to St. Vrain: Held, 
That rate should not exceed 16 cents; 
minimum’ weight, 30,000 pounds 
Snook & Janes vs A T & S F et al, 
a 16 I C C Rep, 356; June 19, 
p L 


POWDER, Blasting 
See also: ““Explosives.’’ 
Missouri (Intrastate): 

for distances 35 miles or less should 
not exceed 6 cents, C L, and 15 cents, 
“LC L. Excelsior Powder Co vs St 
L & S F (Mo R R & Whse Com); 
April 10, p 515. 


POWER-BRAKED CARS 
See “Safety Appliances.’ 


PREPAID SHIPMENTS 
See “Shipments, Prepaid.’’ 


PRIVATE CARS 
See “Cars, Private.”’ 


PRIVATE SIDETRACK 


Defined: A private sidetrack is one 
that is outside carrier’s right of-way, 
yards and terminals, and of which 
railroad does not own either rails, 
ties, roadbed or right-of-way, (Conf 
Rul); Feb, 6, p 161. 


PRIVILEGES 

See also ‘Allowances,’ ‘‘Reconsign- 
ment,” “Storage-in-Transit,” etc. 
Cannot Be Retroactive: Held, That 


transit privileges cannot be given a 
retroactive effect. Nat Lumber Co 


vs San P Los A-& S L (1897), 15 
I Cc C Rep, 434: March 13, p 370. 
Must Have Tariff Basis: 


A shipper 
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PYRITES, 


RATES, 


Privileges 


cannot be deprived through a car- 
rier’s negligence of any lawful privi- 
lege offered by another carrier, but 
such privilege must itself be not only 
one which the carrier may lawfully 
allow, but it must also be duly estab- 
lished anq filed with the Commis- 
sion. Kile & Morgan vs Deepwater 
Ry et al (1613), 15 I C C Rep, 235; 
Feb, 20, p 227. 


PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE INTER- 


STATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
See ‘‘Interstate Commerce Commission.’’ 


PRODUCE 


See “Fruits and Vegetables.’’ 


PUBLICATIONS 


Daish, John B.: ‘‘Procedure in Inter- 
state Commerce Cases,’’ by John B. 
Daish, of the District of Columbia 
bar; review of. March 27. p 464. 

Leland, F. A.: Reissues ‘Official List 
of Open and Prepay Stations;’’ re- 
view of same. May 15, p 685. 


PULLMAN TICKETS 


See ‘‘Passenger Fares.’’ 


PYRITES CINDER 


Buffalo, N. Y., to Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey Points: Held, That de- 
fendants’ rates should not exceed 
their rate on iron ore between same 
points. Naylor & Co vs L V et al 
(1511), 15 I C C Rep, 9; Jan. 16, p 55. 


Iron 

New York, N. Y., to Cleveland and 
Linndale, O.: Held, That rate on 
iron pyrites, imported, should not ex- 
ceeq $2.56 per gross ton. American 
Agricultural Chemical Co vs Erie et 
al (1980), 16 I C C Rep, 320; May 29, 
p 766. 


RABBITS 


Express: 
should apply when shipped in secure 
containers and not reouiring feeding 
or watering en route. Davis vs West 


exceed rates from Brazil to Milwau- 
kee, Wis. Mil Elec Ry & Light Co 
vs CM & St P et al (2067), 15 ICC 
Rep, 468; March 13, p 380. 


in General 

Application of: Because of washout, 
connecting carrier could not accept 
shipment at junction point. Shipper 
thereupon assumed custody of ship- 
ment and forwarded it by water line. 
Held, That carrier delivering ship- 
ment to junction must collect local 
rate to that point and cannot apply 
its proportion of through rate (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 344. 

Application of Import, Inland Propor- 
tional: See ‘‘Rates, Import, Local 
Movements of Import Merchandise.”’ 

Blanket: Blanket or group rates in 
many eases, especially with reference 
to particular commodities, are of 
great advantage to public without 
serious injustice to any interest, 
though there is of necessity’ more 
or less disregard of distance and 
varying degrees of inequality. Chi- 
cago Lumber & Coal Co et al vs 
Tioga S E et al (1488), 16 I C C 
Rep, 323; June 5, p 789. 

Cancelation Must Be Lawful: A rate 
once ‘lawfully published continues to 
be the lawful rate until it has been 
lawfully canceled. Subsequent tariff 
naming other rates without canceling 
previous rates cannot carry new rates 
into lawful effect; and _ silence of 
subsequent tariff cannot be accepted 
as, lawful cancelation of rates pre- 
viously established. New Albany 
Box & Basket Co vs Ill Cent (2148), 
16 I C C Rep, 315; May 29, p 763. 

Carrier as Shipper: A carrier, when 
a shipper, cannot evade payment 
of lawful rates of connection by se- 
curing trackage rights over its line 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Change in, While Shipment Was on 
Ocean: Shipment left Hamburg at 
time when there was a _ published 

through rate to San Francisco, via 

New Orleans, of $1.10, but when ship- 


Held, That merchandise rates | 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


Jersey Exp et al (1555), 16 I°C C} 
Rep, 214; May 22, p 781. 

RACINE, Wis. 

Entitleqg to Milwaukee Rates: Held, 
That rates on clay conduits from 
Brazil, Ind., to Racine should not 
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ment reached ae Orleans, through 
rate had been canteled, leaving in ef- 
fect a local rate from New Orleans to 
San Francisco of 90 cents. Upon 
application to refund down to the 
$1.10 through rate: Held, That ap- 
plication must be denied (Conf Rul); 
Feb. 6, p 160. 

Commodity Not Governed by Classifica- 
tion: Commodity rates named in a 
tariff are not to be construed as being 
governed by classification in effect in 
territory covered by rates named 
therein in absence of tariff provision 
to that effect. Newton Gum Co vs 
CB & Q et al (1773), 16 I C C Rep, 


809; June 12, p 809. 
Competitive, Meeting Not Required 
by Law. Held, That carrier with 


long route is not obliged as mat- 
ter of law to meet rate of short-line 
competitor; neither is carrier via long 
route obliged as matter of law to re- 
duce its rate because its short-line 
competitor reduces a rate which has 
been the same via both routes. Com- 
mercial Coal Co vs B & O et al 

arr 15 I C C Rep, 11; Jan. 16, p 

ood. 

Conditioned Upon Use of Certain Class 
of Cars: Carrier published rates on 
coal limiting their application to box 
ear shipments, but furnished shipper 
coal cars which carried. higher rate. 
Held, That carrier was _ responsible 
for excess charges (Conf Rul); Feb. 
6, p 161 

Contractual: There is no such thing 
as a contract between railway and 
shipper that certain rate shall be 
charged, for the railway rate is a 
matter of public concern, which can- 
not ordinarily be made _ subject of 
private contract. . Beatrice Creamery 
Co etc., vs Ill Cent, etc. (1162, 1292, 


1541), 15 I C C Rep, 109; Jan. 30, 
p 116. 
Distance as Sole Factor Destructive: 
To adept distance as only measure 


of rates from points of origin to pri- 
mary markets would result in clear 
division of territory between rmarkets 
and would be destructive of competi- 
tion in most of that territory. Kan- 
sas City Transp Bureau, etc., vs A 
T & S F et al (1572), 16 I C C Rep, 
195; May 22, p 710. 

Earnings: An increase in cost of labor 
and in price of railway materials and 
supplies does not necessarily imply 
decrease in net earnings or preclude 
possibility even of increase in net 
earnings, due to increase in volume 
of traffic or to decrease in ratio of 
operating expenses to operating reve- 
nues; nor is increase in cost of labor 
and materials, accompanied by de- 
crease in net revenues, necessarily in- 
consistent with possibility that net 
earnings may still suffice to afford 
earrier a fair return on investment 
without increase in rate schedules. 
Shippers’ & Receivers’ Bureau vs N 
YO & W (1708), 15 I C C Rep, 264; 
Feb. 20, p 241. 


Export, Should Not Be Higher Than 
Domestic: Export rates and mini- 


mum weights are unreasonable when 
they exceed charge that would be 
made if shipment was assessed at 
higher domestic rate and lower min- 
imum weight. Newark Machine Co 
vs PC C & St L et al (1664), 16 
I C C Rep, 291; May 22, p 720. 

Failure to Publish: The failure of any 
carrier to properly file and publish its 
rates is as serious 2. violation of the 
law as failure to observe such rates 
after they have been properly filed and 
published. U S vs Ill Terminal R R 
Co (D C s 4d, IIL); June 19, p 849. 

Express: Held, That merchandise rates 
should apply when shipped in secure 
containers and not requiring feeding 
or watering en route. Davis vs West 
Jersey Exp et al (1555), 16 I C C 
Rep, 214; May 22, p 731. : 

Express: See ‘Express, Rates.’’ 

See “Express, Rates.’’ 

Import, Local Movements of Import 
Merchandise: Where charge of im- 
port merchandise is discharged at 
port, sold, and purchaser thereof, 
some months later, resells portion of 
original shipment and such portion 
is shipped inland, domestic, and not 
inland proportional rate, is only one 
lawfully applicable on movement 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 772. 

Joint, Carrier May Take Advantage of: 
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When the carrier is consignee of 
shipment of its own property moving 
under joint rate and is to participate 
in haul of same via its own line, 
routing instructions of consignor to 
specified junction point on line of 
consignee carrier must be observed 
(Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 


Jcint: Chicago Milwaukee & St Paul 
Railway Files bill in United States 
Circuit court, northern district of Illi- 
nois, asking that Interstate Com- 
merce Commission be enjoined from 
enforcing order in Cardiff Coal Co 
vs CM&StP et al (I C C Case No. 
1040) on grounds that satisfactory 
through routes to territory involved 
already exist via other lines; that it 
would require petitioner to turn over 
its terminals at La Crosse, Wis., and 
Sioux Falls, S. D., to use of its com- 
petitors without due compensation 
therefor; that petitioner has mines 
on its own line sufficient to supply 
needs of public served by it, and that 
it ought not, therefore, be deprived, 
considering small margin of profit in 
handling coal, of opportunity of mak- 
ing greatest possible revenue from 
this source by being forced to divide 
its returns through joint rates with 
another carrier; bill of complaint in 
full; April 3, p 474. 


Jurisdiction Over Competitive: The 
Commission cannot order a reduction 
in a rate in order to meet market 
competition, as railroads are author- 
ized to meet or not to meet compe- 
tition, as to them seems to their in- 
terest. La Salle Paper Co vs Mich 
Cent et al (1565), 16 I C C Rep, 149; 
May 15, p 674. 


Lawful vs Legal: The publication of a 
rate in manner prescribed by law 
makes that rate a legal rate, but the 
mere publication cannot make a rate 
lawful that is unreasonable and ex- 
cessive. No rate can be lawful in 
the sense of being immune from at- 
tack, either with respect to past or 
future shipments, if it be excessive 
and unreasonable in amount. Arkan- 
sas Fuel Co vs C M & St P (1492), 
16 I C C Rep, 95; May 1, p 601. 

Relative: Whatever may be general ef- 
fect of order changing rate structure 
for typical point in a group, Commis- 
sion cannot, under the law, deny re- 
lief to such point for sole reason that 
other points in like situation may be 
able to show that they are entitled to 
similar order. Indpls Frt Bureau vs 
C CC‘& St L et al (1042), 161 CC 
Rep, 56; April 24, p 557. 

Uniform Bill of Lading: Where tariff 
names higher rates on shipments not 
tendered with uniform bill, tender of 
shipment without this bill is not to 
be taken as evidence of shipper’s 


election to use higher rate; carrier 
must direct shipper’s attention to 
lower rate available under uniform 


bill (Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Water Competition, Controlling Influ- 
ence of: The system of transconti- 
nental rates now in force applies 
lower transportation charges from 
points of origin upon the Missouri 
River and east to Pacific coast cities 
than are applied to intermediate in- 
terior points. Held, That this scheme 
of rate making has been forced by 
water competition between Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts, and that mainte- 
nance of lower rate to more distant 
coast point is not of necessity a vio- 
lation of the third or fourth sections, 
since water competition creates dis- 
Similarity of circumstances and con- 
ditions between interior and coast. 
City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et 
al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 6, 
p 317. 

Water Competition Not Ground for 
Shipper Demanding Low Rates: 
Water competition may be availed of 
by carrier as justification for rates 
that are lower than would otherwise 
be lawful, but existence of such coms 
petition is not in itself ground upon 
which shipper may demand lower 
rate; it is the privilege of carrier to 
meet this competition if it so desires, 
but it is not the privilege of shipper 
to demand less than normal rates 
because of existence of competition 
which carrier does not choose to 
meet. Lindsay Bros vs B& OS W 
et al (1767), 16 I C C Rep, 6; April 
17, p 521. 


* 












































































































































a 


RATES, Differential 


Combinations, Unlawful: 


Competitive Conditions: 





58 Rates 


Chicago: Rail-and-Water lines file 
tariffs making cuts in differential 
rates from Atlantic seaboard ports 
to Chicago, Ill.; effect of cut is to 
take Chicago out of group and pro- 
vide rates to apply to that city only 
one wet to common points; May 1, 
Pp . 

Westbound: Trunk Lines hold meeting 
at New York to discuss traffic alli- 
ance of Canadian Pacific and New 
York, New Haven and Hartford, and 
seek to have rail-and-water differen- 
tials on western business stiffened. 
(Jan. 9, p 39.) Representatives of 
commercial interests of New England 
states meet with Boston Chamber of 
Commerce and Boston Merchants’ 
association and pass resolutions 
against any action being taken by 
Trunk Lines that would wipe out 
differentials in favor of New Eng- 
land States. (April 17, p 540.) At- 
torney-General Malone tells Massa- 
chusetts legislature that it is power- 
less to regulate ainst rdilroads en- 
tering into an agreement to abolish 
New England differentials, as such 
action would be one affecting inter- 
state commerce; May 8, p 657. 


RATES, Discriminatory 
Between Points of Origin: A carrier is 


not guilty of discrimination because 
it does not afford as favorable rates 
as others serving a different terri- 
tory, though products carried by 
each are brought to same market. 
Chicago Lumber & Coal Co et al vs 
Tioga S E et al (1438), 16 ICC 
Rep, 323; June 5, p 789. 


Carrier Cannot Force Traffic Into Cer- 


tain Market: A carrier has no right, 
under ordinary circumstances, to 
choose or in any way control mar- 
kets in which its shippers may buy 
or sell their wares. It cannot insist 
upon carrying shipment to one mar- 
ket when shipper desires to reach an- 
other; neither has it the right to in- 
sist that shipment shall go to end of 
its rails. It cannot lawfully directly 
or indirectly so adjust its rates as to 
force commodities into one market 


if shipper prefers to avail himself ! 


of another. Chamber of Commerce 
of Milw vs C RI & P et al (1615), 
15 IC C Rep, 460; March 13, p 361. 


RATES, Reasonableness of 
See also “Rates, Voluntary Reduction 


of.” 


Advance by Agreement Between Car- 


riers: The fact that an advance in 
rates was the result of conference 
and understanding between carriers 
is entitled to be duly considered in 
connection with other circumstances 
and conditions bearing upon reason- 
ableness of rates under consideration, 
but the fact of itself does not of ne- 
cessity establish unreasonableness of 
such rates. Chicago Lumber & Coal 
Co et al vs Tioga S E et al (1438), 
16 I C C Rep, 323; June 5, p 789. 


Class Rates: The mere fact that there 


is a greater percentage disparity be- 
tween rates on two classes from cer- 
tain point than on two other classes, 
or that disparity greater in one case: 
than in another exists between cor- 
responding classes from two points, 
does not afford a just or proper basis 
or reason for rearrangement of the 
rates. Indpls Frt Bureau vs C C CG 
& St_L et al (1041), 15 I C C Rep, 
504; March 20, p 402 

While, evi- 
dence of unlawful combinations is al- 
ways admissible as part of the his- 
tory of a rate and may often throw 
light upon its reasonableness, the 
unlawful combination, standing by 
itself, without proof also of the un- 
reasonableness of the rate, is not a 
sufficient ground for an order reduc- 
ing the rate. Board of Mayor, etc., 
of Bristol, Tenn., vs Va & S W et al 
(1297), 15 I C C Rep, 453; March 13, 
Pp 367. 
Where com- 
petitive conditions among shippers 
are the leading considerations that 
induce complaint, the Commission, in 
determining reasonableness of rates, 
must have due regard to transporta- 
tion conditions and rights of carriers 
as well as interests of shippers. Chi- 
cago Lumber & Coal Co et al vs 


Long Maintenance: 


Per-Ton-per-Mile: 


Protecting Rate: 


, 
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Rate Wars 





Tioga S E et.al (1488), 146 ICC 
Rep, 323; June $, p 789. 

Confiscatory: Texas Supreme court 
holds that, notwithstanding fact that 
body of rates fixed by commission 
may afford carrier reasonable return, 
a rate which is unremunerative per 
se cannot be forced upon carrier and 
falls within constitutional prohibition 
against confiscation; March 27, p 466. 

Distance as Sole Factor: The adoption 
of distance alone as measure of rates 
from points of origin to primary mar- 
ket would necessarily result in clear 
division of territory between markets 
and would be destructive of compe- 
tition in most of that territory. Kan- 
sas City Transp Bureau, etc., vs A T 
& S F et al (1572), 146 Icc Rep, 
195; May 22, p 710. 

Earnings of Carriers, Effect On: See 
also “Great Northern railway com- 
pany—Earnings.”’ 

Earnings of Divisions: To divide a 
railroad system into its constituent 
elements and to require that each 
show a surplus commensurate with 
that yielded by business of system 
as a whole is not the proper basis 
upon which to measure the justness 
of a rate. Board of Trade of Wins- 
ton-Salem, etc., vs Norf & West 
piaet? 16 I C C Rep, 12; April 24, p 
o e 

Earnings, Effect of Surplus on Future 
Rates: In determining what will be 
reasonable rates for the future the 
Interstate Commerce Commission may 
properly consider that under the rates 
in effect large surplus has been ac- 
cumulated in the past, but it should 
not make rates for the purpose of 
distributing that surplus to the pub- 
lic. City of Spokane et al vs Nor 
Pac et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376; 
March 6, p 317. 


Equalizing Value of Commodities: The 


movement of traffic is encouraged 
and increased when carriers adjust 
their charges to meet mercantile in- 
terests, but they are not obliged in 
adjusting their charges to equalize 
value of commodities in their final 
distribution. Chicago Lumber & Coal 
Co et al vs Tioga S E et al (1438), 
16 I C C Rep, 323; June 5, p 789. 


Long Acceptance of Division Not Con- 


‘elusive Evidence of Reasonableness 
of Through Rate: The division of a 
through rate long accepted by a car- 
rier is not a sound final test of rea- 
sonableness of the through rate itself. 
Bulte et wl vs C & A et al (1123); 
Same vs same (1129), 15 I C C Rep, 
351; Feb. 27, p 289. 

This Commission 
has often held that long maintenance 
of given rate is an admission of the 
reasonableness of that rate. It has 
also held that where, upon the 
strength of given raté, capital has 
been invested and industrial condi- 
tions have become established, this 
rate cannot be discontinued without 
taking into account its effect upon 
these commercial anq industrial con- 
ditions. But it has never been said 
that there was any absolute rule re- 
quiring for any reason indefinite con- 
tinuance of such a rate. It is always 
a question of what, under all circum- 
stances, is just and reasonable. Green 
Bay Business Men’s Assn vs B & O 
et al (1695), 15 I C C Rep, 59; Jan. 
23, p 77. 

The rate-per-ton- 
per-mile rule cannot be accepted as 
controlling in determining reason- 
ableness of rates. Cedar Hill Coal & 
Coke Co et al vs Colo & Sou et al 
(1770, etce.), 16 I C C Rep, 387; June 
26, p 863. 

Because delivering 
carrier ses fit to state that it will 
protect rate made by one of its com- 
petitors, but fails to do so, is not 
evidence upon which Commission can 
hold that such lower rate is neces- 
sarily reasonable, or that existing 
higher one is unreasonable. De Camp 
Bros et al vs Sow Ry et al (1789), 
16 IC C Rep, 144; May 15, p 672. 


Rates Via All Lines Must Be Consid- 


ered: In determining what are rea- 
sonable rates between two points, 
neither that railroad which can afford 
to handle traffic at lowest rate nor 
that whose necessities might justify 
highest rate should be exclusively 
considered. Rates must be estab- 







Import: 





lished with reference to the whole 
situation: City of Spokane et ai vs 
Nor Pac et al (879), 15 IC Cc Rep, 
March 6, p 317. ‘ 

Rates Via Another Line: " The Commis- 
sion cannot lend sanction to idea that 
lower rate in effect via one line than 
via another line is conclusive evi- 
dence of unreasonableness of higher 
rate. Menefee Lumber Co vs Tex 
& Pac et al (1672), 15 I C C Rep, 49; 
Jan. 30, p 136. 

Rates Via Other Routes: The unrea- 
sonableness of through rate upon in- 
terstate shipment via given route 
cannot be determined, in absence of 
other evidence, by mere comparison 
therewith of lower aggregate of rates 
consisting of local intrastate rate plus 
independent interstate rate based 
upon junction through which carriers 
have no joint route and no basis of 
division. Marble Falls Insulator Pin 
Co vs H & T C et al (1617), I51CC 
Rep, 167; Feb. 13, p 193. 

Voluntary Reduction: Held, That the 
voluntary reduction of a rate does 
not carry with it conclusive presump- 
tion that prior rate was unreason- 
able. Commercial Coal Co vs B & O 
et al (1567), 15 I C C Rep, 11; Jan. 
16, p 56. 

Water Competition; Effect of: The ex- 
istence of water competition is not 
ground upon which shipper may de- 
mand rates lower than normal; it is 
optional with carrier whether it meet 
this competition, Lindsay Bros vs 
B &OS  W et al (1767), 161CC 
Rep, 6; April 17, p 521. 


RATES, Voluntary Reduction of 


Shipper Not Entitled to Reparation: 

The Commission cannot accept the 
theory that carrier may not volun- 
tarily reduce its rate without being 
liable for damages on all past ship- 
ments. Menefee Lumber Co vs Tex 
& Pac et al (1672), 15 I C C Rep, 
49; Jan. 30, p 136. 
—It would appear unwise for Commis- 
sion to adopt policy of awarding rep- 
aration when railroad voluntarily re- 
duces rate prior to any application 
being made either to railroad or to 
the Commission for such reduction 
and when it does not appear that the 
old rate was clearly unreasonable. 
Foster Lumber Co vs A T & S F et 
al gave. 15° I C C Rep, 56; Jan, 30, 
p 135. 


RATE WARS 


Coastwise: Chas. S. Fay. general 
freight agent for New Orleans-Ha- 
vana line of the Southern Pacific Co, 
disclaims responsibility for war 
started by advent of Texas City 
Steamship Co and declares that rates 
via his line are not unreasonable; 
that cuts made by rival line are in 
commodities in which New Orleans 
= traffic with Texas; Jan. 30, 
p 150. 

Boston & Albany and Bos- 

ton & Maine railroads file tar- 

iffs giving Boston same class rates 
on import traffic as have been ac- 
corded Baltimore; commodity rates 
also reduced, cut averaging 3 cents. 

(Feb. 6, p 174.) Boston & Maine 

files its F F D—I C C No. 244, effec- 

tive March 16, with Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; tariff makes ad- 

ditional reductions of one cent on a 

great number. of commodities; applies 

via Rutland and Wabash and carriers 
in CFA and WTL territories oper- 
ating via the R W & O line. (Feb. 

20, p 280.) Chesapeake & Ohio cuts 

rates from Newport News, Va., ef- 

fective May 24; Baltimore & Ohio 
protects its ports next day; Chesa- 

peake & Ohio cut approximates 1 

cent on commodities and ranges from 

3 to % cent on classes. (May 1, p 

620.) Boston & Maine files tariff, 

effective June 2, making fur- 

ther cuts in class and commodity 
rates from Boston, Hoosac Wharves 
and Mystic Wharf, Mass., to western 
points, this time via Mich Cent and 

Rutland and western connections; 

Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 

and Pennsylvania railroad file tariffs 

giving all commodities imported via 

New York, N. Y., benefit of lower 

import rates. (May 8, p 646.) Amos 

S. Crane, export freight traffic man- 

ager Boston & Maine railroad, gives 

out interview giving history of im- 
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Carriers, Concurring: 


Rate Wars 


port rate agreements and disclaiming 
responsibility of Boston & Maine for 
participating trouble. (May 15, p 
683.) Announcement is made that 
warring lines reach agreement, Bos- 
ton roads to Baltimore commodity 
and Philadelphia class rates; agree- 
ment to last until Jan. 1, 1910. (June 
12, p 826.) Note.—It was later re- 

‘ ported that this agreement had been 
nullified. 


REBATES 
See also “Elkins <Act.’’ 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe: 


United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals, ninth 
circuit, holds fine of $330,000 on charge 
of granting rebates to Grand Canyon 
Lime & Cement Co not valid; holds 
trial court erred in not allowing jury 
to consider question of intent; case 

remanded for new trial (May 15, p 

685). Government plans to make ap- 

plication for rehearing. May 29, p 784. 

A carrier party 
to joint rate, but not filing and pub- 
lishing same, is under section 1 of 
Elkins act made amenable to its pro- 
visions and may be prosecuted if it 
rebates from rate so.published. U S 
Supreme Court in U SvsN YC &E 
H R (No. 285 October Term, 
1908); March 6, p 353. 

Corporations: A corporation can com- 
mit the crime of rebating and be held 
punishable for the offense. U §S Su- 
preme Court in N Y C & H R vs 
U S (No. 57. October Term, 1908); 
March 6, p 347. 3 

Offenses, Separate: The plaintiff in 
error was charged with having en- 
tered into an unlawful agreement 
with a shipper to pay rebates; plain- 
tiff in error was fined on six counts; 
plaintiff in error insisted that if any 
criminal offense had been committed 
it was a single and continuing one. 
Held, That this contention is un- 
founded; that in each case, upon 
each of the numerous shipments, the 
full legal rate was paid and upon 
claims being presented at short in- 
tervals amount of stipulated rebate 
was remitted shipper, and offense 
was completed when railroad com- 
pany thus paid stipulated rebate to 
shipper. U S Supreme Court in N 
YC & HR vs U §S (No. 57——Octo- 
ber Term, 1908); March 6, p 347. 

Offense, When Completed: Rebating 
is not complete until money to be 
rebated has been actually paid. U 
S Supreme Court in N Y C & H Rvs 
U S (No. 57 October Term, 1908); 
March 6, p 347. 

Philadelphia & Reading is indicted by 
federal grand jury at Philadelphia, 
Pa., on charge of having transported 
shipment of beet sugar, originating 
at Hamburg, Germany, and consigned 
to Alberta, Canada, from Philadelphia, 
at less than its legally published 
rates. June 26, p 883. 








REBATES, Fines, Indictments, Etc. 


Booth & Co: Fined $1,000 by Judge 
Landis, United States District court, 
northern district of Illinois, on charge 
of accepting rebates from New York, 
Chicago and St. Louis and Lehigh 
Valley railroads. May 29, p 784. 

Buffalo & Susquehanna and Erie rdail- 
roads, indicted by federal grand jury 
at Rochester, N. Y., on charge of 
granting rebates to Buffalo & Sus- 
quehanna Coal Mining Co, and latter 
on charge of accepting same. May 
29, p 785. 

Bunch, T. H., Little Rock, Ark., pleads 
guilty to ten counts charging him 
with accepting rebates from Missouri 
Pacific and St. Louis Iron Mountain 
& Southern; fined $15,000; remaining 
forty counts dismissed. Jan. 2, p 38. 

Canadian Pacific Railway: Indicted in 
Vermont on charge of giving rebates; 
21 counts. March 13, p 391. 

Chicago & Alton: Uniteg States Su- 
preme court sustains verdict of lower 
court holding Chicago & Alton, John 
N, Faithorn and Fred A. Wann guilty 
of granting rebates to Schwarzschild 
& Sulzberger under guise of ter- 
minal allowances for use of latter’s 
tracks at Kansas City; railroad fined 
$40,000 and Faithorn and Wann 
$10,000 each (Jan. 9, p 23);, petition 
for rehearing filed (Jan. 23, p 95), 
denied; Jan. 30, p 147. 

Eichelberger & Co., coal operators in 
Clearfield County, Pa., file suit in 





Illinois Glass Co: 


Illinois Terminal Railroad: See 


Missouri Pacific and St. 


United States District court to re- 
cover damages from Pennsylvania 
Railroad for alleged payment of ille- 
gal allowances to competitor. March 


27, p 455. 

United States Dis- 
trict court, southern district of Illi- 
nois, Judge Humphrey, fines Illinois 
Glass Co $12,000 and Illinois Ter- 
minal Railway $4,000 on rebating 
charge, indictment having been re- 
turned against carrier for failure to 
file schedules with Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. It was charged 
that glass company had factories at 
Alton, Ill, and Gas City, Ind.; that 
when an order was received works 
at Alton forwarded it to Gas City; 
that car would then be stopped at 
Alton and more glass loaded into it 
and then be sent forward to its des- 
tination as if coming direct from Gas 
City. Feb. 27, p 811. 
“Thli- 
nois Glass Co, ante. 


Missouri, Kansas & Texas fined $2,000 


on charge of departing from legally 

published rates on -grain shipments 

from Oklahoma points to Kansas 

City, Mo. May 22, p 754. 

Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern railroads enter 
pleas of guilty in Uniteq States Dis- 
trict court, eastern district of 
Arkansas, to charge of granting re- 
bates on grain shipment; fined $15,- 
000. June 12, p 829. 

New York Central & Hudson River 
Railroad pleads guilty to charge of 
granting rebates on shipments of 
cooperage supplies; fined $10,000 in 
United States Circuit court, district 
of New York. April 3, p 485. 

Quaker Oats Co: Indicted in district 
of Vermont on the charge of receiv- 
ing rebates. March 13, p 391. 

Pacific Mail Steamship Co: Govern- 
ment appeals to Supreme court from 
decision of Judge De Haven. May 
22, p - 742. 

St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern: 
See ‘‘Missouri Pacific,’ ante. 

Southern Pacific Co indicted at Carson 
City, Nev.. on charge of giving re- 
bates to California Sugar & White 
Pine Co on lumber shipments. April 
10, p 515. 

Standard Oil Co: Judge Anderson, 
United States District court, instructs 
jury to return verdict of acquittal in 
retrial of $29,240,000 fine case. March 
18, p 387. 

Standard Oil Co of New York: Fined 
$20,000 in United States District court 
at Buffalo, N. Y., on charge of hav- 
ing received illegal concessions from 
carriers; stay of execution pending 
appeal by defendant granted. March 
27, p 470. 

Wisconsin’ Central: United States Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals affirms verdict 
of District court of Minnesota fining 
carrier and certain of its traffic rep- 
resentatives on charge of granting 
rebates to Spencer Grain Co of Min- 
neapolis, Minn. March 20, p 445. 


REBILLING. 


See ‘‘Reconsignment.” 


RECEIVER, Officers and Employes of. 


Free Transportation: The officers and 
employes of a receiver of a railroad 
occupy same position under anti-pass 
provision of Act to Regulate Com- 
merce as do officers and employes of 


any other railroad (Conf Rul). May 
29, p 771. 
RECONSIGNMENT. 
Change in Rates Prior to: Held, That 


a commodity can move only as a 
through movement on through rate 
in effect at time movement starts 
(Conf Rul). Feb. 6, p 161. 

Charge May Be in Excess of Cost of 
Service: A carrier ‘is entitled to re- 
ceive some compensation for recon- 
signment services above the actual 
cost of service. U, S. Supreme Court 
in Sou Ry vs St. Louis Hay & Grain 
Co. (No 104, October Term, 1908); 
June 12, p 814. 

Coal: Held, That charge for privilege 
of ‘ reconsignment, change involving 
no back or out-of-line haul, should 
not exceed $2 per car for each change. 
Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co vs Colo 
& Sou et al (1701). 15 I C C Rep, 
546; March 20, p 435. 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


Must Have 


Ref used 


RECORDS 





Reduced Fares 59 


Tariff Authority: Held, 
That privilege of holding, storing and 
unloading shipments at an interme- 
diate point subject to rebilling and 
reconsignment under proportional 
rate must be published in tariff to be 
lawful. Folmer & Co vs Gt Nor et al 
oe? 15 I C C Rep, 33; Jan. 16, 


p le 
Not Shipper’s Right: Reconsignment is 


a privilege, not a right to be de- 
manded by shippers, and the Com- 
mission has consistently refused to 
extend same except to correct unjust 
discrimination. Cedar Hill Coal & 
Coke Co et al vs Colo & Sou et al 
(1770, etc.), 16 I C C Rep, 387; June 
26. p 863. 


Privilege Cannot Be Retroactive: The 


Commission will not sanction the ap- 
plication, retroactively, of reconsign- 
ing privilige, even though it had long 
been custom of carrier to permit re- 
consignment without tariff authority 
(Conf Rul). May 29, p 771. 


Privileges in Separate Tariff Cannot Be 


Applied to Joint Movements: Frivi- 
leges embodied in separate storage 
and reconsignment tariff issued by 
one carrier cannot be availed of, or 
applied to movements, under joint 
tariff to which that carrier and two 
others are named as parties, unless 
latter tariff by express reference to 
former  so- provides. Washington 
Broom & Woodenware Co vs C, RI 
& P (1801), 15 I C C Rep, 219; Feb. 
13, p 206. 


Provisions for Must Be Filed with Com- 


mission: A shipper cannot be de- 
prived through a carrier’s negligence 
of any lawful privilege offered by 
another carrier; but such privilege 
must itself be not only one which 
the carrier may lawfully allow, but 
it must also be duly established and 
filed with Commission. Kile & Mor- 
gan Co vs Deepwater et al (1613), 15 
I C C Rep, 235; Feb, 20, p 227. 

Recovery of Charges for, Because They 
Were Not Given in Tariff: Held, 
That demand for recovery of recon- 
signment charges on shipments mov- 
ing prior to promulgation of Rule 10 
of Tariff Circular 15A, viz., April 15, 
1908, on ground that tariff naming 
local rates to reconsigning point was 
defective in that it did not specific- 
ally show reconsigning privilege and 
charge therefor or specifically refer 
to separate tariff on which privilege 
and charge were published is with- 
out merit and must be dismissed. 
Kansas City Hay Co vs St L& S F 
(1430), 14 I C C Rep, 631; Jan. 2, 
pil 

Shipments: Reconsignment 
privileges are optional with carrier, 
but must have tariff authority. If 
granted and charges for back haul 
or out-of-line services are to_ be 
assessed, tariff must so state (Conf 
Rul). Feb. 6, p 160. 

Rules that Must be Signed by Shipper 
and Subject to Optional Cancelation 
by Carrier Illegal: Reconsingning 
rules required to be signed by ship- 
per and subject to concelation at the 
option of carrier are inconsistent with 
the law governing establishment and 
modification of tariff schedules, Kile 
& Morgan vs Deepwater Ry et al 
(1613), 15 I C C Rep, 285; Feb 20, p 
227. 


Claim Papers, Return of: Where car- 
rier turns down claim it should re- 
turn claimant such papers as ex- 
pense bills, certificates of weight, 
etc., but correspondence addressed 
by claimant to railroad should be re- 
tained by carrier. (Correspondence 
between J. C. Lincoln and Interstate 
Commerce Commissioner Lane); May 
15, p 681. 


REDUCED FARES AND RATES 


See also “‘Free Transportation.” 

For Deportation of Chinese Not Law- 
ful: Special fares cannot lawfully be 
accorded for transportation of Chi- 
nese to ports of deportation even 
when paid by the government. (Conf 
Rul‘: Feb. 6. p 160. 

Foreign Municipal Governments: Held, 
That reduced-rate transportation for 
municipal governments permitted un- 

der section 22 of Act to Regulate 

Commerce does not apply to munic- 

ipal governments in foreign countries 

adjacent (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 






































































































































































































































60 Refrigeration 





REFRIGERATION 


Carload Minima: Carload minima ap- 
plying in connection with refrigera- 









































tion service should not exceed 
minima governing transportation 
charges. Ozark Fruit Growers’ 














Assn vs St L & S F et al (1464); 
same vs same (1465), 16 I C C Rep, 
106; May 1, p 608. 

Peaches: Charges on peaches from 
Ozark fruit belt to points east, west 
and north found not unreasonable. 
Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn vs St L 
& S F et al (1465), 16 I C C Rep, 153; 
May 15, p 675. 

Shipper’s Right to Pay on Fictitious 
Weight to Obtain Free Icing: A tariff 
provided that carrier would absorb 
icing charges on shipments of 10,000 
pounds or more. Consignee offered 
to pay for 9,910 pound shipment on 
10,000 pound basis, but carrier re- 
fused to accept such payment. Held, 
That a tariff rule so interpreted is 
— (Conf Rul); May 29, p. 











































































































Strawberries: Charges from Ozark 
fruit belt to points east, west and 
north found not unreasonable. Ozark 
Fruit Growers’ Assn vs St L& S F 
et al (1464), 16 I C C Rep, 153; May 
15, p 675. 


REFUNDS 


Half-Fare Tickets: Where passenger 
accepts and pays for full-fare ticket 
for use of party under 12 years of 
age, Commission will not authorize 
_refund (Conf, Rul), May 29, p 771. 

Grain Doors: Applications for refund 
on the basis of the tariff provision 
for grain doors furnished within six 
months prior to the effective date of 
the tariff rule may be made on the 
special reparation docket (Conf Rul); 
March 6, p 342. 

Passenger Tickets, Wrongful Depriva- 
tion of Benefits of Return Coupons: 
When passenger holding a round- 
trip ticket on certificate plan, or one 
requiring validation, is through ig- 
norance or fault of carrier’s agent, 
deprived of benefits of reduced fare 
on return journey and is compelled 
to purchase full-fare ticket, carrier 
should refund difference between to- 
tal fare paid and reduced rate which 
would have been enjoyed except for 
carrier’s error, full burden of the re- 
fund to be borne by carrier at fault 
(Conf Rul); May 29, p 771. 

Overcharge on Foreign Shipments: An 
overcharge was collected on_ ship- 
ment to point in Mexico. On appli- 
cation of American carriers, in which 
Mexican lines refused to join; Held, 
That American lines might refund 
such proportion of total overcharge 
as their division of through rate bears 
to entire through rate (Conf Rul), 
Feb. 6, p 161. 

Switch Track, For Cost of Building: 
Shipper in 1895 paid carrier $200.00 
as part of. cost for building spur to 
his warehouse. Upon application of 
carrier to refund amount; Held, 
That it would be unlawful unless ship- 
per had some equity or ownership in 
track which he could transfer to car- 
rier in consideration of payment 
(Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. , 


REFUSED SHIPMENTS 
See “Shipments, Refused.”’ 


REPARATION 

See also “‘Claims.”’ 

Claims for, Should be Included in Or- 
iginal Petition: A complainant in 
proceedings before the Commission 
should state his whole case clearly 
and fully and, if he claims to have 
suffered damages, state them and not 
subsequently file claim for reparation 
predicated upon rates established by 
Commission after hearing of his case. 
Morse Produce Co vs C M & St P 
(1490), 15 I C C Rep, 334; Feb. 20, 
p 229. 

Elevation Allowances: Federal court 
orders Union Pacific to pay repara- 
tion awarded Updike Grain Co et al, 
for failure of carrier to make eleva- 
tion allowances to complainants 
while contemporaneously making 
payments to their competitors; May 
29, p 772. 

Must Have Tariff Basis: Held, That 
reparation cannot be awarded be- 
cause carrier has ceased to grant an 
unpublished privilege, which amount- 







































































































































INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


ed to nothing less than a departure 
from the legal tariff. National Lbr 
Co vs San P Los A & 8S L (1897), 15 
I C C Rep, 434; March 13, p 370. 
Signatures to Applications for: In case 
of absence; illnegs or disability of ex- 
ecutive or genera] officer of carrier 
by whom special reparation, applica- 
tions are customarily made to Com- 
mission, such applications may be 
signed in name of such executive or 
general officer by his chief clerk, pro- 
vided that executive or general offi- 
cer has previously filed with Com- 
mission written authority for chief 
clerk to append his signature in such 
eases (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 
Voluntary Reduction of Rate Does Not 
Entitle Shipper to Refund: It would 
appear unwise for this Commission to 
adopt a policy by which, upon the 
voluntary reduction of a rate, a ship- 
per who had previously paid the 
higher rate should recover as dam- 
ages whatever difference there might 
be between old and new rate, where 
application had not been made, either 
to railroad or to Commission, for re- 
duction of rate prior to time at which 
railroad itself made such reduction, 
and where it does not clearly appear 
“that rate was at time unreasonable. 
Foster Lumber Co vs A T & S F et 
al (1677), 15 I C C Rep, 56; Jan. 30, 
p 135. 
—The Commission cannot accept the 
theory that carrier may not volun- 
tarily reduce rate without being lia- 
ble for damages on all past ship- 
ments. Menefee Lumber Co vs 
Tex & Pac et al (1672), 15 I C C Rep, 
49; Jan. 30, p 136. 


REPORTS 

Express: Commission adopts form pre- 
pared by Henry C. Adams of Bureau 
of Statistics and Accounts and or- 
ders express companies to make 
monthly reports thereon; said reports 
to be deposited in mails on or be- 
fore last day of third month imme- 
diately following month covered by 
report; March 20, p 442. 


REVENUES 
Mail: See “Statistics, Railway Mail.’’ 
RICE 


New Orleans, La., to Billings, Mont.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
$1.07. Stone-Ordean-Wells Co vs C 
B & Q et al (1826), 16 I C C Rep, 
30; April 24, p 577. 


RICE, Brewers’ 

Storage Charges at New Orleans, La.: 
Held, That defendant’s charges, viz. 
—first 48 hours, nothing; next ten 
days, 1 cent per hundred pounds; 
each additional ten days or fraction 
thereof, % cents—are not unjust or 
unreasonable. Gough vs Ill Cent 
(1533), 15 I C C Rep, 280; Feb. 20, 
p 233. 


RICHARDS, R. C., General Claim Agent, 
Chicago & Northwestern Railway. 
Bill of Lading: Writes article on how 
to use forms so as to obviate losses; 

April 17, p 546. 


ROCK, Lime 
See “Lime Rock.”’ 


ROOSEVELT, Theodore, President of the 
United States 
Message to Congress: Send special 
message to Congress urging the pas- 
sage of the Fulton bill; gq. v., and 
asking for the enactment of a law to 
give the Commission the fuller 
powers of investigation denied them 
by the decision of the U. S. Supreme 
court in Harriman vs I C C, ete., in 
which the court held that the plaintiff 
need not answer certain questions put 
to him by the Commission relaiive 
to = stock transactions. Jan. 9, 
Pp 5 


ROPE and CORDAGE 
Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates on 
rope and cordage, cotton, hemp, jute, 
etc., in bales. boxes or barrels, should 
not exceed following: From St Paul, 
Minn., $1.25; from Chicago, IIl.; $1.46; 
carload minimum same as from same 
points of origin to Seattle, Wash. 
City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et 
al ere 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 6, 
p a 





Safety Appliance 


ROSIN 

Louin, Miss., to Peoria, Ill.: Held, That 
rate should not exceed rate from 
Laurel, Miss., to Peoria. (Rate from 
Laurel at time of order was 27 cents.) 
Central Commercial Co vs M J & 
K C (1763), 15 C C Rep, 25; Jan. 
16, p 58. 


ROSWELL, N. Mex. 

El Paso Rates Not Prejudicial to: Held, 
That rate on beer from Milwaukee 
to Roswell is not prejudicial as com- 
pared with rate on same commodity 
from Milwaukee to El Paso, Tex. Pi- 
lant vs A T & S F et al (1626), 15 
I C C Rep, 178; Feb. 13, p 196. 


ROUTES, Through 

Disadvantageous Location: A_ shipper 
is not entitled to a through route 
merely because he may not be served 
as conveniently by one railroad as by 
another. Enterprise Fuel Co vs P R 
R et al (1587), 16 I C C Rep, 219; 
May 22, p 736. 

Passenger: See ‘‘Passenger Routes.” 

Satisfactory in Large Cities: A city 
which embraces a wide area within 
its limits, may, because of physical 
or business conditions, comprise one 
or more shipping communities to and 
from which through routes should be 
established. Enterprise Fuel Co vs 
P.R R et al (1587), 16 I C C Rep, 
219; May 22, p 736. 


ROUTING 

Initial Carrier-Must Elect: An initial 
earrier, exercising right, under rule 
70 of 15A, to dictate intermediate 
routing, must make its election at 
the time it accepts shipment; if it 
accepts shipment with specific  in- 
structions, it must so move the traf- 
fic or bear damages arising out of its 
departure from’ instructions (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 343. 

Initial Carrier Must Observe: Whena 
shipper names the carriers that are 
to transport his shipment it must be 
assumed that he is relying upon his 
own investigations and that for some 
reason he considers it expedient that 
the shipment move over route _indi- 
cated by him. Duluth Log Co -vs 
Minn & Intern et al (1920), 15 I C 
C Rep, 627; April 17, p 530. 

Rate Not Applicable via Specified 
Route: Where bill of lading shows 
route and rate not applicable to said 
route, shipment should be forwarded 
via route over which stated rate ap- 
plies unless rate via specified route 
is lower, in which event specified 
routing must be followed (Conf Rul), 
May 29, p 771. 


Salt Lake, Utah, Commercial Club 
Traffic Bureau: Passes _ resolution 
condemning trans-continental tariff 


rule giving initial carrier unqualified 
control of routing beyond its own 
line and protests against the accept- 
ance of a tariff containing such rule 

- by Interstate Commerce Commission; 
May 29, p 784., 

Trackage Rights, Effect of: When 
rates and points of delivery are same, 
carrier having trackage arrangements 
with another carrier for joint use of 
latter’s tracks, is not obliged to turn 

e over traffic to owner of tracks for 
delivery even though _ specifically 
routed via second carrier’s line (Conf 
Rul); May 29, p 772. 

Unlawful Tariff Provisions: Held, That 
a rule in a tariff providing that car- 
rier’s parties to rates named therein 
should have right in case of block- 
ade, floods, embargoes, etc., of. chang- 
ing routing and that. all additional 
risks and expense thus incurred 
should be borne by owner of goods 
and be a lieu thereon was unlawful 
(Conf Rul); March 6, p 344. 


SAFES, Kitchen 

Indianapolis, Indiana, to Oklahoma 
Groups: Held, That rates should not 
exceed the rates from Chicago, IIl., 
to same destinations by more than 1 
cent; that rates to Muskogee should 
not exceed rates from Cincinnati, O. 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs C C C & St L 
et al (1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; May 
22, p 697. 


SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT , 
Cars, Application te: The act pronib- 
its an interstate carrier from hauling 
or using on its line any car that 15 
customarily used in moving interstate 
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Safety Appliance FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





Common Carriers: A belt line hauling 


Stock Yards Company: A stock yards 


SAFETY APPLIANCES 
Power-Braked Cars: Interstate Com- 


Coal Rates: Issues bulletin declaring 


Presidents of Transcontinental Lines, 


Routing: Passes resolutions against In- of-line services 


Rate Adjustment: Issues letter claim- 


SAND e . written quotations of rates not in 
Omaha and Florence, Neb., Between: 


SAW DUST 
See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ shall 
Duluth, Minn., to Andover, §. D.: 


SAWS, Circular 
Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates on 


traffic that is not equipped with au- | SCALEAGE 

tomatic couplers, even though at that See ‘‘Elevation.”’ 

particular time car be empty or mov- 

ing in_intrastate traffic. Wabash vs | SCHOOL TICKETS 

U S; Elgin J & E vs same (C C A, See “Commutation Tickets.” 
ith cir.); June 19, p 850. 


Cars, Intrastate: A car set dpart ex- | SCOOPS - 


clusively for intrastate traffic when 
hauled in connection with interstate 
cars on an interstate line must be 


Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 
should not exceed following: From 


St. Paul, Minn.. $1.35; fro 0, 
equipped with automatic couplers and Ill., $1.57; methane ‘cies aoe 


grab irons. Elgin J & E vs U S (C as from same points of ori 
y s _ gin to 
C A, 7th cir.); ‘June 19, p 850. Seattle, Wash. City of Spokane et 


a 7 ec g § 5 . ’ 
cars between different trunk lines Ren "Sat, ess .. oe” Am 
and awn. fixed charge for said F : . Nees 
service is, when so engaged, agent 
of said trunk line, and as waa a SRLS» 
common carrier and amenable to 
safety on act. Belt Ry of 
Chgo vs US (C C A, 7th cir.); June 
23, p 850. é 


Clam 

Mendota, Minn., to La Crosse, Wis.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 8 
cents, Wis Pearl Button Co vs C 
St & PM & O et al (1744), 16 1C 
C Rep, 80; April 24, p 585. 


company handling a car improperly | sHERMAN ACT 


equipped, which had been received . ‘ i 

in interstate commerce, with its yard Pai’ ater ee ert — 

ae ae a ee a Tso carrier. Pacific railroad, Oregon Short Line, 

Sente -trawae on = les "oe Union Pacific Coal Co, and J. M. 

th mas a ee Moore $3,000 each and Everett Buck- 
+» AD » P . ingham $1,000, convicted of violating 

anti-trust act; April 3, p 488. 


SHIPMENTS, Prepaid 
Undercharges: Delivering carrier must 
collect lawful charges on prepaid 
shipments and correct any errors in 
billing or collection of charges of in- 
a earrier (Conf Rul);, May 29, p 


merce Commission sets date for hear- 
ing for consideration of question of 
increasing percentage of power- 
braked cars and calls on carriers to 
submit data on number so equipped; 
March 20, p 441. 


SALT LAKE CITY. Commercial Club SHIPMENTS, Foreign 


Traffic Bureau of Refund of Overcharge: An overcharge 


was collected on shipment to Mexico. 
On application of American carriers, 
in which Mexican lines refused to 
join; Held, That American lines 
might refund such proportion of to- 
tal overcharge as their division of 


that rates on coal discriminate against 
— common points; March 27, p 


Appeal to: Bureau addresses appeal 


to chief executives of lines serving through rate bears t 
Utah, alleging that Salt Lake City font | . ‘cow 


is grossly discriminated against, is Bree et Petes oes we a 
suffering from unlawful railroad com- SHIPMENTS, Refused 

binations and asking for readjustment Reconsignment: Reconsignment privi- 
of intermountain rates; petition in leges are optional with carrier, but 


full; April 10, p 504. must have tariff authority. If granted 
—See also “Rate Adjustment,” post. and charges for back haul and out- 


are to be assessed, 


terstate Commerce Commission’s ac- tariff must so state (Conf Rul); Feb. 
cepting transcontinental tariffs con- 6, p 160. 

ne ~ as ove carrier unqualified 

control of routing beyond its own|sHIRTS 

line; May 29, p 784. See ‘‘Textiles.” 


ing that present adjustment robs |sHOVELS 

state of commercial territory justly} Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 
tributary to it; alleges that rates un- should. not exceed following: From 
duly prefer Kansas City, Omaha and St. Paul, Minn., $1.35; from Chicago, 
Missouri river jobbing points; that Ill., $1.57; carload minimum same as 
rates on raw material to Utah points, from these points of origin to Seat- 
when from east, should be placed on tle, Wash. City of Spokane et al vs 
parity with rates to Pacific Coast; Nor Pac et al (879), 15 ICC Rep, 
Jan, 2,p 12. 376; March 6, p 317. 

aie oe a = Sot shippers alleging 
unjust and discriminatory rates and 

asking that President Taft have De- oieee “Block dignals.** 
partment of Justice investigate con- ' 
Gitions, together with letter of trans- SLEEPING CAR COMPANIES 

mittal from traffic bureau of Com- Tariffs, Posting of: Commission allows 
mercial Club of Salt Lake City; optional modification of section 6 of 


petition and letter in full. (May 1, ; ‘x 
p 618.) Attorney-General Wickersham st se teenie oe nate ae 


transmits complaint to _ Interstate panies may, subject to cancelation ‘of 


Commerce Commission asking Com- p , s 
mission to consider it as formally i a oo cae = s. 


presented; May 15, p 662. that station; agent shall also furnish 





tariffs on file at his station or such 
information may be promptly fur- 
nished by official designated for that 
purpose, A complete index of all 
tariffs shall be kept at each station; 
a complete file of all tariffs shall be 
maintained at least one point reached 
by company’s line and each station 
contain notices of location of 


ee a* ‘ 9 | 
Held, That rate should not exceed en. Fey tm ee 
2% cents, ehl vs C M & St P et| SMITH, Jesse M., Auditor 
al (2079), 16 I C C Rep, 190; May 22, Commerce Commission, 
p 727. Decease: Dies at Washington, D. C., 
March 11; age 62; March 13, p 391. 
—Interstate Commerce Commission 
pass resolutions deploring his death 
circular saws, etc., on boards or in and adjourn session as a mark of 
boxes, should not exceed the follow- respect to his memory; March 20, p 
ing: From St, Paul, Mihn., $1.50; 443. 
from Chicago, Ill., $1.75; same car- ‘ 
Oe wlnHnen Ae applies from same |SOUTH DAKOTA 
points of origin to Seattle, Wash. Passenger Fares: Senat asses bill 
City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et fueee the fares at toe ons per 
ob are 15 I © C Rep, 376; March 6, mile; Jan. 30, p 147. 
p 317. 


—Judge Carland, U. S. District court, 


Held, That rate should not exceed 1 
cent; minimum charge, $5 per car. 
Katz et al vs C St P M & O (Neb 
R R Com); June 12, p 828. 


Interstate 








Spokane 61 





temporarily enjoins two cent passen- 
ger law; March 6, p 346. 


SOUTHWESTERN RATES 


See also “Southwestern Shippers’ 'Traf- 
fic Association.”’ 

Galveston: Secretary of Chamber of 
Commerce solicits aid of Trans-Mis- 
sissippi Congress in fight against all- 
rail and rail-and-water rates into 
trans-Mississippi territory; March 27, 
p 459. 

New York-Oklahoma City: The Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas announced 
cut of 70 cents in rail-and-water rate 
on dry goods from New York, N. Y., 
to Oklahoma City, Okla., via Galves- 
ton, Tex. Kansas City threatened a 
boycott against this road unless cuts 
were made in rates to that point, but 
movement collapsed, Oklahoma hav- 
ing threatened to withdraw its bank 
deposits from that city and surround- 
ing territory, expressing strong sym- 
pathy with carrier. Southwestern 
cities seize on controversy as lever 
for pressing home contention that 
rates in that territory should be based 
on New York-Gulf rates; March 27, 
p 454. 


SOUTHWESTERN SHIPPERS’ TRAFFIC 


ASSOCIATION 

See also ‘“‘Southwestern Rates.”’ s 

An organization launched at_ meeting 
held in Oklahoma City, Okla., in 
April, to represent interests of south- 
western states. Plans fight for Gulf 
of Mexico as basing point. (April 
10, p 504.) Memorializes Congress 
to give Commission jurisdiction 
coastwise traffic; resolutions adopted 
in full. (April 17, p 553.) Passes res- 
olutions urging that Southwest be 
given representation on Commission 
by appointment of member from that 
section of country. (May 29, p 779.) 
Secures promises of aid from railroad 
commissions of Texas, Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Colorado and Utah in fight 
to make Gulf basing point; June 12, 
p 826. 


SPADES 

Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 
should not exceed following: From 
St. Paul, Minn., $1.35; from Chicago, 
Ill., $1.57; carload minimum same as 
from same points of origin to Seat- 
tle, Wash. City of Spokane et al vs 
Nor Pac et al (879). 15 I C C Rep, 
376; March 6, p 317. 


SPECIAL SERVICE 


Rates for, Must Have Tariff Basis: De- 
fendant operated freight trains be- 
tween two points only on Tuesdays 
and Fridays. Shipment was tendered 
on Saturday and it was alleged that 
in order to move traffic at that time 
special contract was: entered into 
with complainant by which an addi- 
tional $10 per car would be charged. 
Complainant sued to recover excess 
charges so paid. Held, That com- 
plainant was entitled to reparation 
for difference between what was 
actually paid and tariff rate, no pro- 
vision for this extra charge having 
been incorporated in schedules of de- 
fendant. Carstens Packing Co. vs 
Butte A & P et al (1662), 15 IC C 
Rep, 432: March 13, p 372. 


SPINK, Frank A. 


Appointment: Leaves the National 
Packing Co to become traffic man- 
ager of Chicago & Western Indiana 
and Belt Railway of Chicago; Jan. 
23, p 105. 


SPOKANE, Wash. 


Class Rates: Held, That class rates on 
articles moving under the Western 
Classification should not exceed fol- 


lowing: 

From— 1 2 3 4 5 
St. Paul.$2.50 $2.17 $1.83 $1.58 $1.33 
Chicago... 3.00 2.59 2.16 1.79 1.50 

A B S D E 


St. Paul. 1.33 1.04 83 0.79 0.71 
Chicago... 1.54 1.21 .97 0.91 .82 
City of Spokane: et al vs Nor Pac et 
al (879), 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 6, 
p 317. 


Rate Adjustment: See ‘‘Rates, Trans- 
continental.’’ 


of 













































































































z= —orrweN Ee ore lm 


1S 
a 
e 
rel 
ly 
is 
t= 
ar 
al 


i- 
eS 
p= 
ry 





SUITS, Play. 
See ‘‘Textiles.”’ 


SWITCHING. : 
El Paso, Tex.: Held, That switching 


Inter- vs Intrastate: A car of coal: 


Sugar 


against Indianapolis to depart from 


relationship of rates from Atlaniic 
seaboard points to Indianapolis and 
to St. Louis and Ohio River crossings 
which obtained prior to Aug. 1, 1908. 
Indpls Frt Bureau vs P R R et al 
(1674); same vs Ill Cent et al (1835), 
15 I C C Rep, 567; March 20; p 413. 


Rate Advance: 2-cent advance from 


New York to New Orleans and from 
Trunk Line points, from which rates 
are made with relation to New York, 
to points in C F A territory and to 
Chicago and St. Paul and to points 
northwest, the rates to which are 
made with relation to Chicago or St. 
Paul rates. (I C C Report to House 
of Representatives.) Feb. 6, p 157. 


SUGAR, Beet. 
Las Aninmas, Colo., to Romero, Tex.: 


Held, That rate should not exceed 
rate from Holly, Colo., to Romero. 
American Beet Sugar Co vs CRI & 
P et al (2039), 16 I C C Rep, 288; 
May 22, p 722. 


charge on interstate traffic between 
exchange track of Texas & Pacific 
and Santa Fe and warehouse of com- 
Plainant on tracks of Texas & Pacific 
should not exceed $3 per car. West 
Texas Fuel Co vs Tex & Pac et al 


(1687), 15 I C C Rep, 443; March 13, 
p 365. 


transported from Gallup, N. M., 
El Paso, Tex., by one carrier, and 
delivered by that carrier to a second 
carrier for delivery to warehouse of | 
consignee located upon the tracks of 
such ¢second carrier in El Paso, is 
interstate traffic, even though first 
carrier collects only its transportation 
charge to El Paso and second, carrier 
collects and retains all of switching | 
charge at El Paso. West Texas Fuel 
Co_vs Tex & Pac et al (1687), 151 C 
C Rep, 443; March 13, p 365 


“Two for One’ Rule: Held, That, 


where carrier, for own convenience, 
furnishes two small cars in lieu of 
one large one ordered by shipper, 
these cars are to be treated as one 
in assessment or _ absorption of 
switching charges. Milwaukee Falls 
Chair Co vs C M & St P (1942), 16 
IC C Rep, 217; May 22, p 729. 


SWITCH TRACK 
Repayment to Shipper for Cost of Con- 


structing: Shipper in 1895 paid car- 
rier $200 as part cost of constructing 
spur track to his warehouse. Upon 
application of carrier to refund the 
amount, Held, That it would be un- 
lawful unless shipper had some equity 
or ownership in track which he could 
transfer to carrier in consideration of 
payment (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 160. 


TABLETS 
See “Stationery.”’ 


TANKS, Steel 
Goshen, Ind., to Sullivan, Wis.: Held, 


That rate, L C L, should not exceed 
97 cents; from same to Sheboygan, 
Wis., $1.01. Lindsay Bros vs L § 
& M §S et al (1816), 15 I C C Rep, 
284; Feb. 20, p 251. 

) 


TARIFFS 
Allowances: Carriers may, under proper 


tariff provision, pay shippers for 
grain doors furnished by such ship- 
pers actual cost of such doors, with 
stated maximum allowance per door 
and per car; such allowances must be 
reasonable and where carrier pays 
on basis of actual cost shipper should 
furnish certified statement, verified by 
carrier’s agent, as to doors furnished 
and cars for which they were fur- 
nished (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 159. 


Cancelation of Rates: A rate once 


lawfully published continues to be 
the lawful rate until it has been law- 
fully canceled. A subsequent tariff 
naming other rates without canceling 
previous rates cannot carry new rates 
into lawful effect; and the silence of 
subseauent tariff cannot be accepted 
as lawful cancelation of rates previ- 
ously established. New Albany Box 





Commodity Rates, Application of: 


Complying with Commission’s Orders: 


Concurrences: After June 1, 1909, Com- 


Demurrage, Unlawful Waiver of: A 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 





& Basket Co vs Ill Cent (2148), 16 
I C C Rep, 315; May 29, p 763. 


Commodity rates of transcontinental 
tariffs are not to be construed as 
governed by Western Classification in 
absence of tariff provisions to that 
effect. Newton Gum Co vs C B & Q 
et al (1773), 16 I C C Rep, 341; June 
12, p 809. 


In establishing rates or regulations 
under formal order of Commission, 
carriers that are parties to case, or 
that are lawful parties to joint tariff 
published by some carrier party to 
case, may include in changes made 
in compliance with Commission’s or- 
der commodities grouped with those 
in order, and may also include ad- 
justment of rates to other points in 
order to preserve established group- 
ings or relation of points, and may 
also include adjustment of rates on 
other commodities to same points for 
purpose of maintaining established re- 
lation of rates between commodities. 
Provided. all such changes are reduc- 
tions. Carriers not party to case or 
joint tariff desiring to make same 
chafiges on less than statutory notice 
must secure special permission to do 
so (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 161. 


mission declines to recognize as law- 
ful any tariff which does not show 
each and every carrier party thereto, 
other than the one or ones filing the 
same, a participant therein under a 
lawful power of attorney or concur- 
rence filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations. In the 
Matter of Concurrences in Tariffs. 
March 20, p 44. 


tariff provided that when _ freight 
could not be disposed at point held 
for sufficient amount to realize both 
freight and car service or storage 
charges, demurrage might be_ re- 
funded, waived, or canceled. Held, 
That such rule is unlawful per se, as 
no subsequent fact having no rela- 
tion to transportation service, e. &., 
sale of freight to realize charges, can 
lawfully be made basis for refund or 
other departure from published rates 
(Conf Rul): March 6, p 343. 


Expiration Notice: A provision in a 


tariff that the tariff or any part of 
it will expire upon given date means 
that the tariff, or specified part of it. 
will expire upon date named unless 
sooner canceled, changed or extended 
in lawful way (Conf Rul); March 6, 
p 344. " 


Explosive Regulations:. ‘It is not nec- 


essary for carriers to file Commis- 
sion’s regulations as a tariff issue, 
but each tariff containing rates on 
explosives must also contain notice 
that said rates are applicable in con- 
nection and in compliance with said 
rules; this provision must also be in- 
corporated in all existing schedules 
by reissue or supplement as soon as 
practicable (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 159. 


Failure to Publish Rates: The failure 


of a carrier to properly file and pub- 
lish its rates is as serious a violation 
of the law as failure fo observe such 
rates after they have been properly 
filed and published. U S vs Ill Ter- 
minal R R Co (D C, s: d., Ill.); June 
19, p 849. 


Filing: Buffalo & Susquehanna road 


instructs agents to have tariffs in 
readily accessible form and to assist 
seekers after information as much as 
possible. June 5, p 797. 

—Officers and agents testify to the 
success of system for filing tariffs on 
Chicago & Northwestern Railway. 
May 29, p 775. 


Index Must Show: Carrier must show 


in its semi-annual index of tariffs all 
tariffs published by other lines and 
joined or concurred in by issuing 
earrier which name joint through 
rates from interstate points to points 
on issuing railroad’s line, and under 
which issuing carrier receives a regu- 
lar division. A railroad performing a 
switching or transfer service between 
two other railroads, the charge for 
which is absorbed by the other rail- 
roads, need not concur in tariffs of 
connecting lines so absorbing its 
charges (Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner Harlan to B. Barr). 
Feb. 13, p 215. 









Tent Pins 63 


Interpretation: Tariffs are to be con- 


strued according to their language. 
The intention of the framers and the 
practice of the carriers do not con- 
trol. Newton Gum Co vs C B & Q 
et al (1773), 16 I C C Rep., 341; June 
12, p 809. 


Minimum Weights: A tariff prescrib- 


ing one minimum weight on all ship- 
ments of export grain between two 
oints, irrespective of actual capac- 
ty of cars furnished shipper, held un- 
reasonable and in direct conflict with 
administrative rulings of Commis- 
sion. Rosenbaum Grain Co vs M K & 
T et al (1771), 15 I C C Rep, 499; 
March 20, p 420. 


Not Bound by Connection’s Schedules: 


A carrier’s own published schedules 
are the measure of its obligations to 
shippers; it cannot be controlled by 
the terms of the separate tariffs of 
its @onnections. Falls vs C RI & P 
et al (1765), 15 I C C Rep, 269; Feb. 
2u, p 224. 


Not Governed by Classification Except 


when so Specified: A tariff naming 
rates on strawberries, C L, fixed cer- 
tain rate on minimum of 100 crates 
and lower rate on 200. The classifi- 
cation provided that C L rates should 
appfy only when carioad is shipped 
from -one station in one day by one 
shipper to one consignee and destina- 
tion. The shipments in question were 
consolidated carloads, but with knowl- 
edge and consent of carrier and under 
admitted intent of tariff were loaded 
and forwarded as carload shipments. 
They were loaded beyond 200 crates 
minimum. Held, That they were en- 
titleg to lower rating applicable to 
such movements (Conf Rul); March 6, 
Dp a. 


Posting of: Commission modifies for- 


mer order, allowing carriers until 
July i, 1909, to complete their files 
in cases where issues of other roads 
in which they have concurred and 
tariffs of which supply has been ex- 
hausted are missing from their files. 
Application for such extension must 
be made to Commission prior to Feb. 
15. Jan, 23, p 88. 


Privileges Must Be in Tariffs: A ship- 


per cannot be deprived through car- 
rier’s negligence of any lawful privi- 
lege offered by another carrier, but 
such privilege must itself be not only 
one which carrier may lawfully allow, 
but it must also be duly established 
and filed with Commission. Kile & 
Morgan vs Deepwater Ry et al (1613), 
15 I C C Rep; 235; Feb. 20, p 227. 


Tank Car: Supplements to tank car 


tariffs which coftain nothing except 
additions to cars not berore listed, 
substitution of new cars for old and 
changes in capacities of cars already 
listed may ‘be issued on one day’s 
notice (Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 159. 

Unlawful: A tariff provided that car- 
riers parties fo rates named therein 
should have right in case of blockade, 
floods, embargoes, etc., of changing 
routing, and that all additional risks 
and expense thus incurred should be 
borne by owner of goods and be a 
lien thereon. Held, That provision 
was improper and unilawfui (Conf 
Rul); March 6, p 344. 

Unlawful Per Se Cannot be Used: The 
performance of a transportation serv- 
ice determines obligation of carrier 
to collect and of shipper to pay pub- 
lished rates therefor, and no subse- 
quent fact, having no relation to the 
service, can be made basis for a re- 
fund or other departure from such 
rates. Such a provision is unlawful 
per se and cannot be used (Conf Rul); 
March 6, p 343. 


TELEGRAPH LINEMEN 


Free Transportation: Linemen are not 
entitled to free transportation except 
upon line of railway on which they 
are actually employed, and only when 
7. engaged (Conf Rul). May 29, p 


TENT PINS 


See also ‘‘Lumber.’’ 

Dallas, Tex., from Gleason, Ark.: Held, 
That rate on rough sawed tent pins 
should not be more than one cent in 
excess of general lumber rate. Beek- 
man Lbr Co vs St LIM & Sou et al 
(1705), 15 I C C Rep, 274; Feb, 20, 
p 243. 
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7 
Terminal Charges 


TERMINAL CHARGES 


To Avoid Congestion: A carrier has 
right to impose such charges at its 
produce terminal as will render that 
terminal available for the use for 
which it was intended. Wilson Prod- 
uce Co et al vs P R R (1472), 16 
I C C Rep, 116; May 1, p 605. 


TEXAS oe 


Cement: State railroad commission as- 
sents to reduction in rates from Okla- 
homa points to Texas. Jan. 23, p 102. 

Common Carriers: State Commission 
holds that any road which perfects its 
organization and files its charter with 
department of state is a common 
earrier. June 26,-p 884. 

Courts: State Supreme court sustains 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe in its suit 
to have certain lumber rates pre- 
scribed by state railroad commission 
confiscatory; holds that, *votwith- 
standing fact that whole body of rates 
prescribed may afford carrier a rea- 
sonable return, a rate which is’ un- 
remunerative per se cannot be forced 
upon a carrier and falls within the 
constitutional prohibition against con- 
fiscation. March 27, p 466. 

Diversion Charges: State railroad com- 
mission fixes charges for ‘diverting 
shipments and extra charges for out- 
of-line and back hauls, together with 
method of computing rates. March 
27, p 466. 

Logging Roads: See “Common Car- 
riers.”’ 

Passenger Fares: Fort Worth freight 
bureau adopts resolution opposing the 


enactment of a two-cent passenger | 


fare act. Jan. 30, p 147. 
—Retail Implement Dealers’ Associa- 
tion asks that two-cent fare law be 
enacted as aé_ retaliatory measure 
against the increased freight rates in 
southwestern territory./ Feb, 6, p 179. 
Rate Advance: Rates from St. Louis 
and Kansas City and points basing 
thereon to Texas points increased in 
sums ranging from 4 cents on one 
class or article to 10 cents on another 
class or article. (I C C Report to 
ae of Representatives.) Feb. 6, 
Pp : - 


TEXAS CITY STEAMSHIP COMPANY 
See “Rate Wars—Coastwise.”’ 


TEXTILES 


Classification: Commission declines to 
reduce rating of cheap cotton gar- 
ments like overalls, jackets, shirts of 
low grades and play suits for chil- 
dren from first-class in Official, West- 
ern and Southern Classifications. 
Assn of Union Made Garment Mfrs 
of America vs C & N W et al (1728), 
16 I C C Rep, 405; June 26, p 857. 

Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates on 
cotton duck and denims, any quan- 
tity, should not exceed following: 
From St. Paul, Minn., $1.50; from 
Chicago, Ill., $1.75; City of Spokane 
et al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 ICC 
Rep, 376; March 6, p 817. 


THIENSVILLE, Wis. 


Not Entitled to Milwaukee Rates: Held, 
That because of dissimilarity of cir- 
cumstances, fourth section of Act to 
Regulate Commerce is not violated in 
applying lower rates from Sault Ste. 
Marie, Minn., to Milwaukee, than to 
Thiensville, Thiensville being an in- 
termediate point. MacGillis & Gibbs 
Co vs C M & St-P et al (1779), 15 
IC C Rep, 329; Feb. 20, p 286. 


THROUGH ROUTES ' 
See “Routes, Through.” 


THOMPSON, Slason, Manager Bureau of 
Railway News and Statistics. 
See also ‘‘Statistics.’’ 
Utterances: “Government Regulation 
Not Administrative Control of Rail- 
ways.”” Jan. 9, p 36. 


TIES 


Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., to Thiensville; 
Wis. Held, That combination rate on 
crossties should not exceed 16 cents. 
MacGillis & Gibbs Co vs C M & St P 
et al (1779), 15 I C C Rep, 329; Feb. 
20, p 236. : 


TINWARE 


Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates on 
tin boxes and lard pails, N O §, 
boxed, crated or jacketed, nested in 
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a 


boxes, barrels or crates, should not| TRUNK LINE ASSOCIATION 


exceed following: From St. Paul, 
Minn., $1; from -Chicago, Ill, $1.17; 
carload minimum same as from said 
points of origin to Seattle, Wash. 
City of Spokane et al vs Nor Pac et 
al oe 15 I C C Rep, 376; March 6, 
Pp ‘ 


TOBACCO, Leaf 
Soughton, Wis., to Waukesha, Wis.: 


Held, That rate, when intended for 
interstate commerce, should not ex- 
ceed 15 cents. American Cigar Co 
vs CM & St P et al (2076), 151 CC 
Rep, 618; April 17, p 533. 


TON, Gross and Net 
Defined: In 


absence of qualifying 
words, the term “per ton’’ and ‘‘net 
ton,’’ when used in tariffs, shall be 
held to mean a ton of 2,000 pounds; 
“long ton,’’ “gross ton’? ang ‘“‘ton of 
2,240 pounds,”’ a ton of 2,240 pounds 
(Conf Rul); Feb. 6, p 162. 


TRACKAGE RIGHTS ‘ 
Routing, Effect on: When rates and 


point of delivery are the same, car- 
rier having trackage arrangements 
with another carrier for joint use of 
latter’s tracks is not obliged to turn 
over shipments to owner of tracks 
even though specifically routed via 
latter’s line (Conf Rul). May 29, p 
772. 


Rates, Preferential: It is unlawful for 


a carried, when a shipper, to attempt 
to evade payment of lawful rates of 
a connection by securing trackage 
rights over its line (Conf Rul). May 
29, p 771. 


TRACK STORAGE * 
See “Car Service.’’ 


TRAINER, Thomas S. 
Appointment: Succeeds F. M. Wilkin- 


son as general freight and _ traffic 
agent of the Cincinnati & Muskingum 
Valley Railroad. Jan. 9, p 30. 


TRANSCONTINENTAL FREIGHT BU- 


REAU 


See also ‘“‘Transcontinental Rates.”’ 
Meeting, Place of: 


Shippers’ organiza- 
tions on the Pacific Coast petition 
bureau to hold two meetings a year 
on the coast. March 13, p 383. 


TRANSCONTINENTAL RATES 


Rate Advance: Effective Jan. 1, 1909, 
the Transcontinental Freight Bureau 
issued new tariffs applying on both 
east and west bound traffic. The rates 
named therein were in many cases 
advances over the previous schedules. 

- The whole Pacific Coast was’ aroused; 
the feeling extended toward the east, 
and as the first of the year drew 
nearer the agitation against the new 
rates grew stronger. “Rate Day 
Meetings’? were held throughout Cal- 
ifornia to protest against the ad- 
vances (Jan. 4,, p 5). Shippers there 
adopted resolutions condemning rate 
advances and endorsing appeal to In- 
terstate Commerce Commission; Ore- 
gon agd Waskington state boards 
planned to investigate new rates (Jan. 
9, p 21). Transcontinental Freight 
Bureau announces that it will hear 
complaints of Pacific Coast shippers; 
sets hearing at Chicago, to begin 
Jan. 28 (Jan, 16, p 66). Situation is 


further complicated by announcement. 


of Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
that, effective March 1, it would 
quote flat rate of 40 cents per hun- 
dred pounds on all classes of goods 
from San Francisco to New York 
(Feb. 27, p 301). Transcontinental 
Freight Bureau ends hearing ef com- 
plaints against rates and it is re- 
ported that reductions, principally in 
westbound rates, will be made, which 
will restore rates in effect pfior to 
first of year. March 6, p 354. 

Rate Advance: Rates eastbound and 
westbound, increased in sums rang- 
ing from 3 to 60 per cent. heaviest 
advance being in eastbound rates (I 
C C Report to House of Representa- 
tives); Feb. 6, p 157. 


TRUMBULL, Frank, Chairman, Board of 


Directors, Chesapeake & Ohio Rail- 
way. 

Utterances: Addresses Western Society 
of Engineers on ‘‘The Railroad Situa- 
tion 1 aa teat speech in full. Jan. 
9, p 23. 


Hunter, Charles L Made vice-chair- 
man of association in charge of pas- 
senger department. May 29, p 736. 


TWENTY-EIGHT-HOUR LAW 


Courts: United States District court 
northern district of Illinois: Judge 
Landis, fines Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St Paul, $3,300 (33 cases); Chi- 
cago & Northwestern, $600 (6 cases); 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, $106 
(1 case); Illinois Central,. $100; Chi- 
cago Great Western, $100; Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific, $200, defend- 
ants havjng plead guilty; Jan. 9, 
p 30. 

—United States District court, north- 
ern district of Illinois, Judge Landis, 
fines Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul 
$900; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, 
$700, and [Illinois Central, $700, on 
roads’ pleas of guilty on 23 counts; 
gan. 2,.p.1. 

—United States District Court, Mis- 
souri, Judge Dyer, fines St Louis, 
Iron Mountain & Southern, $1,300; 
Terminal Railroad Association, 
$7,600; Wabash, $100, and Missouri 
Pacific, $700, for violations of act, 
roads all pleading guilty; May 239, 

: p 772. 

pisos of Business Not an Unavoidable 
Cause: Great and unusual press of 
business is not an unavoidable cause 
preventing compliance with require- 
ments of this act, as provided in Sec- 
tion 1 thereof. U S vs Union Pac 
(C C A, 8th cir.)s; June 26, p 884. 

Separate Offenses: In cases where train 
contains shipments of diversified own- 
ership, each shipment and not the 
trainload constitutes a separate of- 
fense against the act. U SvsN YC 
& St L (C C A, 2nd cir.); June 19, 
p 850. 

Violations, Knowingly Violate: To 
knowingly violate the act ts held to 
mean with a knowledge of the facts 
which, taken together, constitute the 
failure to comply with the statute, St 
L&@éS8S F vs U 8 (CC A, 8th cir.); 
June 26, p 884. ; 

Violations, Willful: Wilfully as used 
in this act does not mean with malev- 
olent intent, but intentionally or vol- 
untarily. U S vs Union Pac (C C A, 
8th cir.); June 26, p 884. 


UNDERBILLING ; 
Indictments: Gran@g jury at Elmira, 
N. Y., returns bill against George 


Chesbro, proprietor of the _ Victor 
Mills of Springville, Pa.; Feb. 6, 
p 182, 


UNDERCHARGE 


Agent, Relief of, Does Not Relieve 
Carrier: The relief of an agent 
from uncollected undercharge in no 
way relieves carrier of its respon- 
sibility for failing to collect full 
tariff rate (Conf Rul); May 29, p 
770. 

Prepaid Shipments: Delivering car- 
rier must collect lawful rates on 
prepaid shipments and correct any 
errors in billing or collection of 
charges of initial carrier (Conf Rul); 
May 29, p 771. 


UNIFORM BILL OF LADING 


Dray Tickets: Railroads in Official 
Classification territory 
of old forms when stamped ‘‘sub- 
ject to the conditions of the uni- 
form bill of lading’’ to March 1, 
1909; Jan. 9, p 41. ea 
—Time during which old shipping 
tickets will be accepted in lieu 
of uniform bill extended to April 
30 in Official Classification territory 
and indefinitely in Western; March 
6, p 345. 

Higher Rates When Not Used: Where 
tariff provides higher rates on traf- 
fic not tendered with uniform bill, 
tender of shipment without this 
form is not to be taken as evidence 
of shipper’s election to use higher 
rate; carrier must direct shipper’s 
attention to lower rate applicable 
in connection with uniform bill 
(Conf Rul): May 29, p 771. a 

Louisiana: State railroad commission 
‘adopts use of forms approved by 
the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion on 
10. p 510. 

Louisville 


& Nashville: Railroad 


adopts standard form April 1; ship- 
per has option of shipping under 


extend use 


intrastate business; April 
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its conditions or under 
law liability of carriers; 
p 440. 

Negotiable: New York Poultry and 
Game Trade association adopts res- 
olutions calling upon shippers and 
earriers to exercise. more care to 
prevent funds being advanced on 
bills of lading that have been 
Reeeteny handled; April 10, p 
9 ‘ 

Ocean Standard Form Proposed: Rep- 
resentative shippers meet in New 
York city and organize Uniform Ocean 
Bill of Lading, with end in view of 
securing uniform adoption of stand- 
ard form of lading bill to be used in 
ocean traffic; Jan. 16, p 67. 

Richards, R. C., General Claim Agent, 
C & N W Ry.: writes on how to 
use forms so as to obviate losses; 


common 
March 20, 


April 17, p 546. 
UNION PACIFIC-SOUTHERN PACIFIC 
MERGER 
Morton, Paul A., a Witness: Testi- 


fies at dissolution suit in New York 
that prior to 1901 Union Pacific and 
Southern Pacific had been compet- 
itors; that real fight for business 
had been in territory east of Og- 
den; that prior to 1901, Union Pa- 
cific was not factor in making 
trans-continental rates; Jan. 9, p 35. 


UNVERZAGT, C. -H., President, Stand- 
ard Finance Co. See ‘Interstate 
Commerce Commission—Commutation 
Tickets.”’ 

UTAH 


See “Salt Lake City, 
Traffic Bureau of.’’ 


Commercial Club 


UTTERANCES 


Allen, W. -F., Secretary, American 
Railway Assn: Addresses Gradu- 
ate School of Business Administra- 
tion gof Harvard University on ‘‘Rail- 


FROM JANUARY TO JUNE, 1909. 


exceed $30,000 per mile; that it is 
earning over and above a reasonable 
return on this amount and that 
therefore its rates are excessive and 
should be reduced; Jan. 23, p 104. 
Northern Pacific: Washington’ state 
railroad a places value of 
state holdings of line at $185,000,000, 
or approximately 50 per cent of the 
road’s capitalization; Jan. 9, p 41. 


VEGETABLES 


See also specific vegetables and ‘Fruits 
and Produce.’’ 

Green Bay, Wis., to Pattonsburg, Mo.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
22 cents, with a carload minimum 
of 24,000 pounds. Thomas vs C 
M & St P et al (2069),-155 I C C 


Rep, 584; April 3, p 473. 
VEHICLES 
East St. Louis, Ill, to Beebe, Ark.: 


Held, That rates on mixed carloads 
of freight and passenger vehicles 
should not exceed 39 cents. Parlin 
& Orendorff Co vs St LIM &S§&S 
(1165), 15 I C C Rep, 145; Feb. 6, 
p 167. 

Indianapolis, Ind., to Arkansas Com- 
mon Points: Held, That rates should 


not exceed rates from Cincinnati, 
O., to same _ points. Indpls Frt 
Bureau. vs C‘C C & St Let al 
(1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; May 22, 
p 697. 
Kalamazoo, Mich., to St. Paul, Minn.: 


Held, That rate should not exceed 


33.5 cents. Mich Buggy Co vs 
Grand R & I et al (1716), 15 I1,C C 
Rep, 297; Feb. 20, p 250. 

Lawrenceburg. Ind., to Milwaukee, 
Wis.: Held, That rate should not 
exceed 25% cents. Lindsay Bros 
vs B & O S W et al (1767), 16 


I C C Rep, 6; April 17, p 521. 


VENEER, Walnut 


See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ 


way Operating Associations; April| Kansas City, Mo., to Chicago, IIL: 

10, p 510. cee ree eee s 27 cents, C L, 
Brown, W. C.: Sees bright outlook and 4. cents, 1 L, are not ex- 
" in traffic: June 5, p 803 Ss cessive. Penrod’ Walnut & Veneer 
Clements, Judson C., Interstate Com- Co vs C B & Q@ et al (1732), 15 
merce Commissioner: Addresses I C C Rep, 326; Feb. 20; p 239. 
Atlanta Freight Bureau on “The 

Federal’ Regulation of Railways; VIRGINIA 
speech in full; April 3, p 479. Passenger Fares: Roads apply to 


Delano, F. A.: Addresses Traffic Club 
of Philadelphia on traffic clubs and 
the selling of transportation; speech 
in full; May 29, p 777. 

Dunn, Col. W. B., Chief Inspector of 
the Bureau of Explosives: “The 
Regulations for the Transportation 
of Explosives;’’ speech in full; Jan. 
2, p 7. 

Harriman. E. H.: Interviewed in Chi- 
eago, Ill., and talks on combina- 
tions, railroad and government reg- 
ulations; suggests need of regulat- 
ing government as well as carriers; 
April 3, p 487. 

Ingalls, George H.: Addresses Chicago 
Transportation Association on ‘“‘What 
Makes a Good _ Soliciting Agent;’’ 
speech in full; Jan. 16, p 70. 

Lane, Franklin K.: Asks for co-op- 
eration in framing code of uniform 
demurrage rules; June 12, p 815. 

McPherson. Judge Smith: Addresses 
Traffic Club of St. Louis, Mo., on 
centralization of control over trans- 
portation; May 22, p 750. 

Thompson, Slason: ‘Government Reg- 
ulation, Not Administrative Control 
of Railways;’’ speech in full; Jan. 


9, p 36. 

Trumbull, Frank, President of the 
Colorado & Southern Railroad: ‘‘The 
Railroad Situation of To-Day;” 


speech in full; Jan. 9, p 23. 
Winchell, B. T.: President of the Chi- 

cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway: 

Addresses Commercial Club of Bur- 


lington, Ia.. on “‘Business versus Poli- 
ties;’’ speech in full. March 27, p 
456. ; 

Williard. Daniel, Second Vice-Presi- 


dent, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; 
Addresses senate committee on rail- 
roads of Illinois legislature of cost 
pending measures would place on 
carriers; .March 20, p 442. 


VALUATION OF RAILROADS 


Influence on Rates: Minneapolis 
Threshing Machine Co files com- 
plaint with Interstate Commerce 
Commission alleging that valuation 
of Northwestern system does’ not 


state Supreme court for an appeal 
to in the two-cent fare case. (Jan. 
30, p 151.) State Supreme _ court 
denies carriers relief; roads appeal 
to Federal co.jts for an injunction 
against state board. (Feb. 6, p 
176.) State corporation commission 
grants petition of Virginia carriers 
to increase passenger rates to 2% 
cents per mile. (March 27, p 453.) 
Carriers move for dismissal of suits 
in Circuit court against corporation 
commission; May 22, p 742. 


WABENO, Wis. 


Grouping: Held, That Wabeno is en- 
titled to same rates on lumber to 
Chicago and other points in Illinois 
and Iowa on defendant’s lines as 
are accorded to points in Wausau, 
Wis., group. Jones Lbr Co vs ‘C 
& N W (1912). 15 I C C Rep, 427; 
March 13, p 371. 


WASHINGTON 


Complaints: 


2 Tacoma ‘Traffic associa- 
tion’ lodges 


complaint with state 
railroad commission, alleging that 
Northern Pacific discriminates 
against Tacoma in favor of Seattle 
in. matter of switching charges; 
June 5. p 797. . 
Commission Act: State Supreme court, 
in suit of Great Northern to re- 
strain enforcement of commission’s 
order fixing joint rates on wheat 
holds that act creating commission 
is constitutional; that, though under 
Washington constitution, power to 
fix rates was vested solely in legis- 
lature, legislature may delegate 
working out of just rates to com- 
mission; that that section of the 
act limiting hearing on an appeal 
from commission to Superior court 
to consideration of evidence intro- 
duced before state board is not re- 
pugnant to national Constitution; 
that .nature of proceedings before 
railroad commission does not de- 
prive railroads of due process of 
law: that clause permitting com- 
mission to limit the numbers of wit- 





Weights 6d 


nesses heard is not 
March 13, p 390. 

Potatoes: State Supreme court sus- 
tains reversal by Superior court of 
Thurston county of order of rail- 
road commission one joint rates n 
potatoes; March 13, p 390. 

Rate- -Making Basis: State railroad 
commission splits on question of 
fixing a basis for determining rea- 
sonable rates. Commissioners Law- 
rence and Jones hold that correct 
solution lies in enforcement of 
“cost of service’? theory; Chairman 
Fairchild insists that ‘“‘net revenue’’ 
—. should govern; Jan.- 30, p 

Track Connections: State Supreme 
court holds that the state railroad 
commission has power to compel 
carriers to make _ physical track 
connections; March 13, p 390. 

Valuation of Northern Pacific: 
railroad commission places value 
of holdings of Northern Pacific in 
the state of Washington at $185,- 
000.000, or approximately 50 percent 
of the road’s capitalization; Jan. 9, 
p 41. 


unreasonable; 


WATER CARRIERS 


See also ‘“‘Carriers.”’ 

Jurisdiction of Commission Over: Car- 
riers of interstate commerce by 
water are subject to Act to Regu- 
late Commerce only in respect of 
traffic transported under common 
control, management or arrange- 
ment with rail carrier, and in re- 
spect of traffic not so transported 
they are exempt from its provisions. 
In the Matter of Jurisdiction Over 
Water Carriers (1747). 15 I C C 
Rep, 205; Feb. 13. p 185. 


WEIGHTS, Carload Minimum 


Apples: Held, That minimum of 24,- 
000 pounds applied on shipments from 
Ozark fruit belt to Mississippi Val- 
ley. southeastern Carolina and 
southeastern territories is not un- 
reasonable. Ozark Fruit Growers’ 
Assn vs St L & S F et al (1510), 
16 I C C Rep, 134; May 8, p 637. 

Apnlicable to All Cars Unreasonable: 
Held, That a tariff providing for 
minimum weight on all shipments 
of export grain, irrespective of ac- 
tual capacity of car, is unreason- 
able and in direct conflict with ad- 
ministrative rulings of Commission. 
Rosenbaum Grain Co vs M K & T 
et al (1771), 15 I CG C Rep, 499; 
March 20, p 420. 

Carrier Must Deliver Car of Size Or- 
dered: A tariff naming rate per ton 
on commodity and providing that min- 
imum carload weight shall be marked 
capacity of car gives shipper right 
to demand any car of recognized 
standard dimensions suitable for car- 
riage of that commodity. If upon 
reasonable demand carrier cannot 
supply car of particular size ordered, 
it is its duty, nevertheless, to accept 
shipment and move it in any avail- 
able car or cars. applying the rate 
on basis of’ marked capacity of car 
ordered. General Chemical Co vs 
Norf & West et al (1903), 15 I C C 
Rep, 349; Feb. 27, p 298. 


Carrier Must Conform to Tariff: A 
carload rate ,and a minimum weight 
for a car ‘of definite dimensions, 
when lawfully published in tariffs 
of carrier, constitute an open offer 
to shipping public to move their 
merchandise on those terms; and it 
would be wholly unsound in prin- 
cinle to permit carrier to impose 
additional transportation charges on 
shipper who ordered car of capacity, 
length or dimension specified in its 


tariffs, simply because it is not 
provided with cars of dimensions 
ordered. Kaye & Carter Lumber 


Co vs Minn & Inter et al 
same vs same (2063), 
285; May 22, p 717. 

Peaches: Held, That minimum of 20,- 
000 pounds on shipments from 
Ozark fruit belt to points -east, 
north and west is not unreasonable. 
Ozark Fruit Growers’ Assn vs St 
%y & 8S F et al (1466), 16 1 C C 
Rep, 106: May 1, p 608. 

Right of Shipper to Pay Charges on 
Fictitious Weight: A tariff rule 
that prevents a shipper from paying 
for carload minimum weight on a 
shipment less than the minimum in 
order to take advantage of free 


(2047); 
16 I.C-C Rep, 






















































































































































































































Weights INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN Zanesville & W 

















icing arrangement on ‘shipments of vs same (1129), 15 I C C Rep, 351; 
a certain minimum held, wunrea- Feb. 27, p 289. ‘ 

sonable (Conf Rul); May 29, p 1770. Phoenix, Ariz., From Belpre, Pawnee 
Shipper May Specify Size of Car: Rock and Hutchinson, Kan.: Held, 
When carrier cannot furnish car of That rate should not exceed $1. 
capacity ordered by shipper, and for Valley Flour Mills vs A T & S F 
its own convenience furnishes car et al (1527). 16 I C C Rep, 7; 
of greater capacity, ei or ap- April 24, p 580. 

Plicable to smaller car should e 

observed; this to be, however, in no | WHEELBARROWS 


C RI & P et al (1369); Kitselmay 
Bros vs same (1370), 16 I Cc @ 
Rep, 155; May 15, p 662. { 


WISCONSIN = 
Decisions: State railroad commission’ 
reduces rates on milk and cream;] 
prescribes higher rates on latter 
than on former. Shultix et al vg 
CM & St P; May 1, p 622. 

























































7 Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates Tax Bill: Governor Davidson vetoes 
Seaee te oun see), wToes on wheelbarrows, K D, flat, shquld terminal tax railroad bill providing: 
Rep, 208: May 22, p 716. not exceed following: From _ S8t. for assessment of taxes on _ ter- 
Size of Car Optional With Carrier When Paul, Minn., 90 cents; from Chicago, minals by towns and cities in which 
Goods Move Under Any-Quantity Ill., $1.05; carload minimum same said terminals are located; June 19, 
Rates: A shipper, moving traffic un- as from_same points of origin to p 850. 
der local any-quantity rate. has no Seattle, Wash. City of Spokane et al 
right to demand car of given size vs Nor Pac et al (879), 15 I C C Rep, |}WISCONSIN CENTRAL RAILWAY ; 
Falls vs C RI & P et al (1765), 15 376; March 6, p 317. Lease to Soo Line: Stockholders rat- 
IC C Rep, 269; Feb. 20 924 ’ ify terms of lease of lines_and prop- 
Strawhervies: ite ot 17,000 WILKINSON, Francis M. erty of the Wisconsin Central to 


Retirement: Resigns as General 
Freight and Ticket Agent of the 
Cincinnati & Muskingum Valley rail- 
road, after nearly forty years’ con- 


Minneapolis, St Paul & Sault Ste} 
Marie railway; April 17, p 546. 


WOOD, Fuel _ 
Emigrant’s Movables Rate: He'd, That” 


pounds on shipments from Ozark 
fruit belt to points east, west and: 
north. found not unreasonable. Ozark 
Fruit Growers’ Assn vs St L & §S 









tinuous service with Pennsylvania 

F et al (1464), 16 I C C Rep, 106; Lines; Jan. 9, p 30. fuel wood may lawfu-ly be included | 

May'l, p 608. | in carload of emigrant’s movables un-_ 
“Two-for-One”’ Rule: The applica- ;WILLIARD, Daniel, Second  Vice-Presi- der a tariff permitting the inclusion? 

tion of rule permitting the use of dent, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy. of limited quantities of lumber and” 

two cars at the highest minimum Legislation: Addresses senate commit- fence posts and “property included” 

weight and the lowest rate provided tee on railroads of Illinois legislature in the outfit of intending settlers.’’ 

for one car to accommodate ship- and urges that certain pending rail- Place vs T P & W et al (1905), 157 

ments of light and bulky articles at road legislation be killed, asserting I C C Rep, 543; March 20, p 433. 

Chicago, while same is denied In- that bills in the legislature would cost 

dianapolis, held discriminatory; car- his road $210,000 a year if passed; |} WOODENWARE 

riers: ordered to extend a rule simi- March 20, p 442. Indianapolis, Ind., to Arkansas Com- 


lar in substance but so _ restricted 


mon Points: Held, That rates should 
and modified as to prevent im-|WINCHELL, B, L., President Chicago, 


not exceed those applying from Cin- 






















proper manipulation to latter city, Rock Island & Pacific Railway. cinnati, O., to same _ destinations. 
or to remove discrimination by re- Appointment: Made vice-chairman of Indpls Frt Bureau vs C C C & S&t 
adjustment of the minimum weights the executive committee of the L et al (1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; 
on articles subject to this rule, sv Frisco lines April 17, p 545. May 22, p 697. ’ 
that they will conform: approxi- Utterances: Addresses Commercial | Indianapolis, Ind., to Oklahoma Groups: 
mately to actual loading capacity Club of Burlington, Ia., on ‘“Busi- Held, That rates should not exceed 
of cars. Indpls Frt Bureau vs C ness vs. Politics;’’ speech in full; by more than 5 cents rates from 
CC & St L et al (1041), 15 ICC March 27, p 456. Chicago, Ill, to same destinations. 


Rep, 504; March 20, p 402. Indpls Frt Bureau vs C C C & St 


WINDMILLS, K. D. L et al (1044), 16 I C C Rep, 254; 


WEIGHTS, Minimum, Spokane, Wash.: Held. That rates May 22, p 697. ° 
Ladders: Rule 7—C of the Official should not exceed following: From Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates on 
Classification provided that articles St. Paul. Minn., $1.35; from Chicago, woodenware, in packages. should 
too long to be loaded in a standard Ill., $1.57; carload minimum same as not exceed the following: From St. 
36-foot car through the side door from same points of origin to Se- Paul, Minn., $1.25; from Chicago, 
thereof should be charged at the attle, Wash. City of Spokane et al Tll., $1.46; carload minimum same 
actual weight and class rate for vs Nor Pac et al (879). 15 I C C as from_same points of origin to | 


each shipment to one _ consignee, Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. 

with a minimum charge of 4,000 

pounds at first class rates. Held, | WIRE, Copper 

That defendants should modify this Spokane, Wash.: Held, That rates 


Seattle. Wash. City of Spokane et 
al vs Nor Pac et al (879), 151 CC 
Rep, 376; March 6, \p 317. 













































rule with respect to: the loading should not exceed following: From | WOOL s 
of long ladders so as to provide for St. Paul. Minn., $1.10; from Chicago, Oregon: State railroad board files 
the shipment of one dozen ladders Tll., $1.28; carload minimum same as complaint with Interstate Commerce 
at actual weight by fixing the min- from same points of origin to Se- Commission alleging that rates to 
imum at 1,800 pounds, Indpis Frt attle. Wash. City of Spokane et al points east from points of origin in 
Bureau vs C C C & St et al vs Nor Pac et al (879). 15 IC C Oregon other than Portland are un- 
(1045), 15 I C C Rep, 370; March 6, Rep, 376; March 6, p 317. reasonable and unduly prejudicial to 
p 338. said points of origin; complaint in 
WIRE AND WIRE PRODUCTS full; June 12, p 818. 

WEST VIRGINIA Kokomo, Ind., to Arkansas Common 

Passenger Fares: Judge Burdette, Points: Held. That rates, rules and | WYOMING : 
Kanawha County Circuit court, ,en- regulations should not be higher Commission Bill: Winkleman bill for 
joins enforcement of two-cent pas- than or different from those con- a railroad commission defeated in 
senger rate law; June 1, p 826. temporaneously applied to the trans- state house of _ representatives; 

portation of the same commodities March 6, p 342. 

WHEAT from Chicago territory to same desti- Passenger Fares: Representative 
See also ‘“‘Flour’’ and “Grain Products.”’ nations, Kokomo Steel & Wire Co vs Swisher introduces bill providing 
Maintenance of Equal Rates With CRI @ FP et al (3871), 16 F C C that stations be established on bor- 

Flour: The maintenance of a par- Rep, 155; May 15, p 622. der lines and passengers be given 
ity of rates on wheat and flour be- Muncie, Ind., to Arkansas Common an opportunity of stopping at such 
tween Missouri River and Atlantic Points: Held, That rates, rules and points and purchasing’ intrastate - 
seaboard tends to equalize condi- regulations should not be higher tickets if combination of intrastate 
tions at all points at which flour than or different from those con- rates is less than the _ interstate 
milling enterprises exist. and seems temporaneously applied to the trans- through rate; Feb, 13, p 211. 

on many grounds to be a sound portation of the same commodities 

rate policy in that territory. Bulte from Chicago territory to same des- | ZANESVILLE & WESTERN RAILWAY 






et al ws C & A et al (1123); same tinations. Ind Steel & Wire Co vs 





See “Combinations.”’ 
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